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SAN  FRANCISCO 
CALIFORNIA 


NOVEMBER   16,  1992 
5:00  P.M. 


 ooOoo  

THE  MODERATOR:     Good  evening,    ladies  and 

gent lemen . 

Welcome  to  the  public  information  meeting  on  the 
Federal  Government's  proposed  project  for  the  historic 
Federal  Building  at  7th  &  Mission  Streets,   here  in  San 
Francisco . 

My  name  is  Jim  Kane.     I  represent  the  General 
Services  Administration  of  the  United  States  Government. 
I  will  be  your  moderator  for  this  evening. 

Also  with  me  from  GSA,    right  now  sitting  down, 
we  have  Joan  Byrens,    our  Regional  Historic  Preservation 
Officer.     At  the  other  end  of  the  same  table,   we  have  Sara 
Delgado,    our  project  manager  for  the  rehabilitation. 

We're  also  pleased  to  have  with  us  this  evening, 
at  that  same  table:     Ed  McCrary,    project  manager  for  the 
rehabilitation  architect,    Skidmore,    Owings  &  Merrill;  Tom 
Hardy  of  Page  &  Turnbull,    historic  architecture 
consultants;   and  Lee  Keating  of  the  Advisory  Council  on 
Historic  Preservation,   whom  I  have  not  seen  tonight  -- 
thank  you,  Lee. 

And  in  addition  to  that  we  have  got  Hans 
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Kruetzburg  and  Clarence  Caesar  of  the  California  State 
Office  of  Historic  Preservation. 

Our  purpose  here  tonight  is  to  solicit  public 
comment  as  part  of  the  General  Services  Administration's 
responsibility  under  Section  106  of  the  National  Historic 
Preservation  Act. 

Of  course,    in  order  to  permit  informed  comment, 
first  in  our  agenda  we  will  be  addressing  three  other 
elements:    the  background  and  history  of  the  undertaking, 
project  status,    and  project  description. 

So  a  few  brief  presentations  will  precede  the 
public  comment  period.      If  you  would  like  to  be  one  of 
those  speaking  during  that  period  tonight,    and  have  not 
already  done  so,   please  sign  up  at  the  reception  desk  in 
the  foyer. 

Speakers  will  be  asked  to  come  up  in  the  order 
of   sign-up.     Our  proposed  time  frame  for  this  meeting  is 
two  hours,    but  if  speakers  are  still  waiting  to  speak,  we 
will  consider  extending  the  time  frame. 

This  entire  proceeding  is  being  transcribed. 
The  transcript  will  be  available  for  public  review,  and 
in  the  document  department  at  the  main  branch  of  the  San 
Francisco  Library.      If  anyone  would  like  to  buy  a  copy  of 
the  transcript,   please  feel  free  to  come  forward  after  the 
meeting  and  get  a  copy  of  the  business  card  from  our 
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transcriber , 

As  it  says  in  the  public  notice,  you  may  also 
provide  written  comments  in  addition  to,  or  in  lieu  of, 
oral  comments  at  this  meeting. 

Thank  you,   very  much,    for  your  attention. 

At  this  time  it  give  me  great  pleasure  to  more 
properly  introduce  Joan  Byrens ,   GSA  Regional  Historic 
Preservation  Officer. 

JOAN  BYRENS:     Under  Section  106  of  the  National 
Historic  Preservation  Act  and  the  Advisory  Council's 
implementing  regulations,    a  federal  agency  must  take  into 
account  the  effects  of  its  undertakings  on  any  district 
site,    building,    structure  or  object  that  is  listed  on  the 
National  Register  of  Historic  Places. 

The  federal  agency  must  also  give  the  Advisory 
Council  on  Historic  Preservation  and  the  State  Historic 
Preservation  Officer  a  reasonable  opportunity  to  comment 
on  the  proposed  undertaking. 

Our  meeting  here  tonight  addresses  General 
Services  Administration's  proposed  undertaking  which  will 
rehabilitate,    repair,    and  seismically  strengthen  the 
building  located  at  7th  and  Mission  Streets,    here  in  San 
Franci  SCO . 

The  building  is  listed  on  the  National  Register 
of  Historic  Places  and  has  been  evaluated  for  designation 
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as  a  National  Historic  Landmark. 

General  Services  Administration  recognizes  the 
importance  of  the  historic  building  in  its  custody,  and 
takes  its  stewardship  responsibilities  most  seriously. 

At  this  time  I  will  describe  to  you  the  steps 
GSA  has  been  taking  to  consult  with  and  obtain  comments 
from  the  State  Historic  Preservation  Officer,    or  the  SHPO, 
as  I  will  call   --  and  the  Advisory  Council  on  Historic 
Preservat  ion . 

In  1989  the  building  was  severely  damaged  by  the 
Loma  Prieta  earthquake,    and  was  closed  to  occupancy 
pending  repair  of  the  earthquake  damage  and  general 
upgrade.      Shortly  after  the  earthquake,    and  as  soon  as  GSA 
received  a  preliminary  inspection  report  declaring  the  7th 
and  Mission  property  unsafe  for  occupancy,    GSA  wrote  to 
both  the  SHPO  and  the  Advisory  Council,    informing  them 
that  three  historic  buildings,    under  GSA's  custody  in  San 
Francisco,    had  been  damaged  in  the  earthquake.     The  extent 
of  the  known  damage  was  described  in  our  October  26,  1989 
letter,    and  the  SHPO  and  the  Council  were  informed  that 
detailed  assessments  were  in  progress. 

In  October  1990,   GSA  representatives  met  with 
the  SHPO ' s  staff  in  Sacramento.     The  staff  was  briefed  in 
regard  to  the  status  of  funding  and  design  for  each  of  the 
projects,    and  the  various  schedules  were  discussed. 

8 


LAURA  MAES -DUNNE  REPORTING 


1 

2 
3 
4 

5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 


During  that  meeting  the  SHPO ' s  staff  recommended 
that  a  Programmatic  Agreement   --   I'm  sorry,  Programmatic 
Memorandum  of  Agreement  be  developed  because  of  the 
extended  time  frame  that  would  be  involved,    and  because  of 
the  complexity  of  the  projects.     GSA  agreed. 

The  proposed  agreement  would  outline  how  Section 
106  consultation  would  proceed  and  how  GSA  would  fulfill 
its  obligations  under  Section  106  of  the  National  Historic 
Preservation  Act. 

As  early  design  efforts  for  the  7th  and  Mission 
rehabilitation  progressed,    reports  and  submittals  were 
forwarded  for  SHPO  review.      In  August  1991,    Bob  Bush, 
Executive  Director  of  the  Advisory  Council  in  Washington, 
D.C.,    toured  the  building  during  a  San  Francisco  visit. 

In  October  1991,    as  the  design  effort 
intensified  and  the  proposed  project  began  to  take  shape, 
a  tour  of  the  building  was  also  held  for  the  benefit  of 
the  Acting  SHPO,    Steade  Craigo. 

Following  the  tour,   an  architectural 
presentation  addressed  the  key  design  issues  and  the 
progress  to  date.     Later,   another  building  tour  was  held 
for  the  benefit  of  both  SHPO  and  Council   staff  reviewers. 

Additional  design  documents  continued  to  be  sent 
to  the  SHPO's  office  as  they  were  developed.     And  by 
February  1992,    GSA  requested  SHPO  input  in  regard  to 
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specific  issues  including  handicapped  accessibility, 
treatment  of  the  loading  dock,    and  fire  safety  issues 
pertaining  to  the  bronze  entrance  doors. 

Another  architectural  presentation  was  held, 
this  time  in  Sacramento.     Steade  Craigo  requested 
additional   information  regarding  the  proposed  treatment  of 
the  1933  wing,    and  additional  presentation  boards 
detailing  proposed  changes  were  transmitted  by  July. 
Consultation  with  the  SHPO's  staff  is  currently  continuing 
regarding  the  1933  wing. 

This  summer  the  SHPO's  office  identified  public 
interest  in  the  7th  and  Mission  rehabilitation,  and 
requested  that  GSA  hold  a  public  information  meeting; 
again,   GSA  agreed.     Concurrently,    the  draft  Programmatic 
Agreement  was  being  developed  for  the  three  historic 
buildings  in  San  Francisco  which  had  suffered  earthquake 
damage . 

By  October,    GSA,    SHPO,    and  the  Council  reached 
agreement  as  to  the  content  of  the  Programmatic  Agreement, 
and  a  public  review  of  the  draft  Agreement  was  opened. 

Although  the  30-day  review  period  closed  on  November 
12th,    GSA  is  reopening  the  review  period,  effective 
immediately,    so  that  any  of  you  here  may  examine  the 
document  and  comment  if  you  wish. 

The  draft  Agreement  is  available  for  review  at 
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the  GSA  Business  Service  Center  on  the  30th  Floor  at  525 
Market  Street.     The  commenting  period  for  the  Agreement 
will  run  concurrently  with  the  period  provided  for  the 
receipt  of  written  comments  on  the  7th  and  Mission 
undertaking,    and  will  terminate  on  November  23rd. 

In  closing,    I  want  to  emphasize  that  our 
consultation  with  both  the  SHPO  and  the  Advisory  Council 
regarding  the  7th  and  Mission  building  is  an  ongoing 
process.     We  at  GSA  are  truly  appreciative  of  the  efforts 
of  the  staff  of  these  organizations  in  helping  us  to 
achieve  a  fitting  rehabilitation  for  this  grand  old 
building . 

We  value  their  comments  and  viewpoints  and  are 
proud  to  be  working  with  them  as  partners  in  preserving  a 
part  of  our  nation's  architectural  heritage. 

Thank  you . 

THE  MODERATOR:     That's  the  background.  Sara 
Delgado  now  will  give  you  the  current  project  status. 

SARA  DELGADO:     The  scope  of  work  for  this 
seismic  strengthening/repair  and  alteration  project  is 
divided  into  five  construction  packages.     All  are  in 
various  stages  of  design  completion. 

The  first  contract  to  be  awarded  will  encompass 
the  asbestos  abatement  of  the  basement.     This  is  an 
undertaking  determined  to  be  "of  no  effect"  by  the  GSA? 
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And  this  finding  is  concurred  with  by  SHPO .     This  contract 
will  be  awarded  as  soon  as  construction  funds  for  this 
fiscal  year  are  made  available  by  Washington. 

Currently  we  are  also  waiting  for  funding  in 
order  to  award  an  interior  protection/conservation 
package,    and  an  exterior  stone  conservation  package.  The 
work  of  these  two  contracts  is  totally  reversible,  the 
intent  being  either  to  protect  in-place,    or  to  carefully 
remove,    catalog,    and  store  irreplaceable  building  elements 
which  could  be  damaged  during  the  course  of  construction 
of  the  major  contracts.     All  elements  removed  under  these 
contracts  will  be  reinstalled  under  the  repair  and 
alteration  contract. 

Design  is  also  complete  on  the  base  isolation 
portion  of  work,   and  again,   we  are  awaiting  funding 
approval  prior  to  commencing  with  construction. 

While  the  contractors  for  the  previously 
mentioned  contracts  will  mobilize  immediately  upon  award, 
mobilization  for  the  base  isolation  contract  is  not 
expected  to  start  any  earlier  than  February  1,  1993. 

The  final  contract,   which  contains  all  systems 
and  space  alteration  work,    is  still  under  design.  50 
percent  construction  documents  will  be  completed  November 
20th,    with  100  percent  completion  slated  for  April  1993. 
Construction  is  scheduled  to  be  started  in  September  of 
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1993  . 

This  evening  we  have  asked  representatives  from 
the  design  team  to  present  the  general  scope  of  the 
pro j  ect . 

First  to  speak  will  be  Ed  McCrary  from  the  firm 
Skidmore,    Owings  &  Merrill.     Ed,    a  senior  associate 
partner,    has  been  with  Skidmore,    Owings  &  Merrill  for  31 
years.     Skidmore,   Owings  &  Merrill  was  selected  by  the  GSA 
to  perform  design  services  for  this  project  in  August  of 
1990  . 

When  interviewing  prospective  firms,  the 
selection  committee  was  greatly  impressed  by  SOM's 
experience  gained  through  the  Sheraton  Palace  Hotel 
Renovation . 

With  the  project  complete,    the  Palace  Hotel  is 
now  truly  an  exquisite  edifice,   where  every  turned  corner 
reveals  the  intimate  attention  to  detail  demanded  in 
buildings  of  great  historic  importance. 

With  great  confidence  and  pride,   we  look  forward 
to  our  own  SOM  prescribed  transformation,    returning  the 
Court  of  Appeals  to  its  original  grandeur  and  presence. 
Ed. 

EDWARD  McCRARY:      Thank  you,  Sara. 
Although  little  damage  from  the  Loma  Prieta 
earthquake  was  apparent  on  the  exterior  of  the  U.S.  Court 
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of  Appeals  building,    serious  damage  was  found  in  numerous 
areas  within  the  building. 

Most  severe  was  the  damage  to  interior 
unreinforced  terra  cotta  walls  around  the  perimeter  of  the 
ground  floor.     Many  areas  had  large  holes  in  the  terra 
cotta  walls,   where  pieces  had  fallen  to  the  floor,  and 
other  areas  had  major  cracks  in  these  walls. 

In  addition,   upon  closer  inspection,  other 
significant  damage  was  noticed  throughout  the  building. 
Marble  wall  panels  were  loose  in  a  number  of  areas. 
Several  marble  columns  at  the  rear  of  Courtroom  No.    1  had 
moved  up  to  one  inch  away  from  the  wall  during  the 
earthquake . 

Damage  was  also  located  adjacent  to  the  rear 
loading  dock,   which  proved  to  be  a  major  weak  point  in  the 
building . 

As  a  result  of  the  earthquake,    GSA  commissioned 
a  detailed  Seismic  Damage  Report  which  identified  in 
detail   the  damage  and  became  the  basis  for  our  involvement 
in  the  pro j  ect . 

As  part  of  the  initial  work  of  our  office  on  the 
project,    Page  &  Turnbull  was  engaged  to  do  an  Historic 
Building  Preservation  Plan,    an  HBPP. 

I'd  like  to  now  turn  it  over  to  Tom  Hardy  of 
Page  &  Turnbull,   who  will  discuss  the  plan  in  further 
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detail . 

THOMAS  HARDY:     The  Historic  Building 
Preservation  Plan,    or  HBPP,   was  developed  in  response  to 
GSA's  need  for  a  comprehensive  plan  for  their  historic 
structures . 

It's  a  computerized  document  that  assists  in 
preservation  planning,    allowing  us  to  make  decisions  about 
treatments  based  on  the  architectural  and  historical 
significance  of  spaces  and  features. 

The  HBPP  has  three  stages,    the  first  being  to 
identify  the  historic  buildings  and  put  them  into  a 
classification  system  that  prioritizes  them  by 
significance  relative  to  one  another.     The  Court  of 
Appeals  is  rated  1. 

Stage  2  of  the  plan  identifies  and  prioritizes 
significant  interior  and  exterior  areas,    or  zones.  And 
Stage  3   identifies  and  rates  the  significant  architectural 
elements  or  features  of  each  zone,    as  well  as  providing 
maintenance  and  repair  instructions. 

Building  data  is  gathered  through  field 
inspection  and  is  entered  into  and  managed  through  a 
computer  database  program.     Previous  knowledge  is  also 
researched.     And  we  had  the  advantage  of  having  earlier 
documents,    such  as  the  Building  Evaluation  Report,    or  BER, 
and  Historic  Structures  Report,    HSR,    completed  in  1984. 

15 


LAURA  MAES -DUNNE  REPORTING 


1 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 


The  zoning  of  the  building  seeks  to  identify  the 
difference  between  more  and  less  significant  interior  and 
exterior  building  areas,    and  assigns  a  numerical  rating  or 
level  to  each  zone. 

The  zone  ratings  establish  management  and 
treatment  requirements  for  each  zone;   for  example,  highly- 
significant  public  spaces  may  be  in  a  "Preservation  Zone," 
where  maintenance  is  tightly  controlled  and  replacements 
are  restricted. 

At  the  other  end  of  the  spectrum,    larger,  more 
private  work  areas,    or  areas  where  much  change  has  taken 
place,    or  original  materials  and  finishes  removed,   may  be 
both  subject  to  normal  maintenance  and  open  to  a  broader 
range  of  architectural  modification. 

The  treatment  guidelines  for  each  level  convey 
the  general  principles  of  preservation  to  be  applied 
within  the  zone. 

(Slide  projection.) 
We  have  a  couple  of  slides  illustrating  pages 
from  the  HBPP,    which  show  the  zoning  of  the  building  by 
floor. 

In  the  slide  of  the  first  floor  you  can  see  that 
the  public  corridors  are  colored  light  pink;   this  denotes 
the  highest  level   "Preservation  Zone,"   the  guidelines  for 
which  dictate  that  the  character  and  qualities  of  this 
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area  are  to  be  maintained  and  preserved. 

Let  me  orient  you.      7th  Street  is  along  the 
bottom   (indicating.)      Mission  Street  is  along  the  right 
edge.     And  the  public  entries  are  here  and  here 
( indicating . ) 

The  red  areas  are  zoned  Level  2;   and  while 
exhibiting  distinguishing  qualities  and  original 
materials,    these  are  simply  not  as  rich  or  elaborate  as 
the  Level  1  areas. 

Level  3    "Rehabilitation  Zones"   are  colored  blue 
and  are  areas  which  are  modest  in  nature,   generally  void 
of  highly  significant  features,   but  may  be  original,  and 
maintained  in  an  acceptable  level.     Any  work  done  in  these 
areas  will  be  done  as  sensitively  as  possible;  however, 
contemporary  methods,   materials,    and  designs  may  be 
selectively  incorporated. 

Much  of  the  first  level  is  shown  green,  denoting 
a   "Free  Zone,"   Level  4.     These  are  areas  whose 
modification  does  not  represent  a  loss  of  character,  code 
violation,    or  intrusion  to  an  otherwise  historically 
significant  structure. 

The  third  floor  possesses  substantial  historic 
integrity,    including  the  three  historic  courtrooms,  shown 
here  by  the  pink  and  red  "Preservation  Zones." 

At  the  fourth  floor,    the  most  historic  areas  are 
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along  7th  Street. 

Overall,    the  HBPP  provides  a  report  which 
classifies  the  building,    its  spaces  and  features  and 
elements,    in  a  way  that  provides  a  good  preservation 
planning  tool . 

By  identifying  the  most  significant  zones  and 
features  of  the  building,    the  conservation  of  the 
historically  and  architecturally  important  aspects  of  the 
building  can  be  insured. 

EDWARD  McCRARY:     Thank  you.     We  have  proceeded 
through  our  development  of  the  design  of  the  building 
following  the  criteria  set  forth,    in  HBPP  and 
Page  &  Turnbulls's  work. 

In  evaluating  the  various  methods  to  approach 
the  seismic  retrofit  of  the  existing  building,    a  major 
concern  was  how  to  resolve  the  structural  integrity  of  the 
unreinforced  terra  cotta  walls  throughout  the  building, 
without  destroying  the  historic  finish  attached  to  them. 

The  attachment  of  marble  panels  to  walls  and  the 
basic  support  of  historic  plaster  ceilings,   would  not  pass 
present  seismic  standards,    even  if  the  primary  structure 
could  be  brought  up  to  present-day  criteria  through  the 
addition  of  conventional  shear  walls  or  other  similar 
methods . 

It  was  decided  to  explore  the  base  --  to  explore 
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the  concept  of  base  isolation,    in  order  to  solve  this 
problem . 

The  base  isolation  engineering  system 
(indicating),    which  isolates  the  building  from  the  ground 
and,    therefore;    the  ground  motions  that  cause  damage  to 
the  building. 

This  system  has  been  designed  for  this  building 
and  includes  a  moat  around  the  entire  building  which  will 
be  concealed  beneath  the  existing  perimeter  stonework  and 
isolators.     These  are  three  examples  shown  (indicating.) 

This  is  the  one  being  used  (indicating.) 
Isolators    (idicating)   which  will  be  installed  under  each 
column  under  the  basement. 

By  doing  this  and  dramatically  reducing  the 
horizontal   forces  in  the  building,   we  are  able  to  just 
repair  the  damage  to  the  interior  finish  and  are  not 
required  to  disturb  and  reconstruct  the  wonderful  historic 
finishes  of  the  public  corridors,    courtrooms,    and  similar 
spaces  such  as  this  elevator  and  stairs. 

The  majority  of  the  high-finish  historic  spaces 
will  be  retained  and  restored.     These  include  the 
courtrooms,    the  historic  corridors  on  the  first  and  third 
floors,    the  old  Postmaster's  offices  and  the  various 
judicial  chambers  through  the  building. 

This  is  a  plan  of  the  third  floor  of  the 
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building    (indicating)    showing  the  courtrooms  and  the 
judicial  chambers,   most  of  which  will  be  retained  and 
renovated  in  their  present  status. 

We  will  be  restoring  the  tiles,   mosaic  floors 
and  providing  new  light  fixtures  in  the  historic  courtroom 
--  historic  corridors  to  replicate  the  original  ones  which 
are  long  gone. 

The  two  elevators  for  public  use  will  be 
returned  to  their  original  open  grillwork  by  the  removal 
of  the  solid  metal  panels  behind  the  ornate  brass  screens. 

The  original  brass  postal  screens  along  the 
first   floor  corridor  will  be  retained  and  restored  and 
will  become  the  wall  between  the  public  corridor  and  the 
new  library  reference  room  which  will  be  open  to  the 
publ ic . 

The  major  new  addition  to  the  court  building 
will  be  in  the  courtyard  space  of  the  building,   which  has 
the  lower  HBPP  ratings. 

The  old  postal  sorting  room  will  be  removed  and 
a  new  court  library  and  staff  attorneys'    space  built. 

This  space   (indicating)   will  have  an  atrium 
which  will  extend  from  the  basement  through  the  first 
floor  and  a  new  mezzanine  for  the  staff  attorneys' 
offices  . 

This  plan   (indicating)    represents  the  new 
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mezzanine  with  the  --   the  yellow  is  all  within  the 
courtyard,    the  existing  courtyard  or  inside  the  parameter 
of  the  square  building  above  it  --  of  the  area. 

The  present  courtyard   (indicating) ,    this  is  the 
same  plan  at  the  ground  floor  showing  the  new  space  built 
in  the  middle  for  the  court  library,    the  main  public 
corridor  along  the  first  floor  --  ground  floor  where  the 
postal   screens  are,   a  new  public-accessible  room  to  the 
court  library,    and  other  library  functions,    with  the  open 
atrium  in  the  middle  which  you  will  see  in  a  minute. 

The  basement  has  basically  turned  into  the 
library  for  the  courts.      It  includes  the  atrium  above  it 
and  records  and  staff  records  and  stack  storage  in  the 
basement  for  the  courts. 

It's  a  little  hard  to  see  here,   but  this  is  the 
shot  of  the  existing  courtyard    (indicating.)      There  exists 
now  the  historical  skylights  that  were  long  ago  covered 
with  solid  material  to  eliminate  any  light  down  within  the 
building . 

We're  going  to  rebuild  the  courtyard  in  a 
similar  fashion  with  s imilar- shaped  skylights,  but 
providing  glazed  skylights  along  three  sides  and  over  the 
atrium  in  the  middle  of  the  courtyard.     These  new 
skylights  will  be  glazed  with  an  energy- ef f icient  glazing, 
but  will  permit  light  to  be  reintroduced  into  the 
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building,    as  was  the  original  skylights  in  the  original 
building . 

This  shows  two  different  options  we  had 
(indicating.)     We  chose  the  option  on  the  left  with  the 
skylights  and  the  light  penetrating  all  the  way  into  the 
basement  of  the  building. 

The  old  loading  dock  on  the  rear  of  the  building 
will  be  enclosed  in  a  design  treatment  which  is  respectful 
of  the  historic  character  of  the  building  in  order  to 
provide  additional  usable  space. 

This  is  a  section  through  the  building  with  the 
original,    first,    second,    third,    and  fourth  floors 
(indicating)    showing  the  new  --  this  represents  an 
architectural  model  of  the  same  open  atrium  in  the  center 
with  light  reintroduced  as  it  was  originally  in  the 
original  design  of  the  building  before  the  skylights  were 
covered.      Probably  in  the   '60s  or  before  that. 

Primary  access   --  Primary  public  access  to  the 
building  will  be  through  the  entrance  at  the  corner  of  7th 
and  Mission  Streets,   which  will  be  designed  to  be  a  fully 
handicapped- accessible  entrance. 

Immediately  adjacent  to  the  entrance  will  be  a 
museum  with  court  and  building  artifacts  on  display.  It 
is   intended  that  this  museum  will  be  staffed  with  docents 
who  will  also  give  tours  of  the  building. 
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In  addition  to  this  room,   display  cases  are 
intended  along  the  historic  corridor  along  First  Street  -- 
the  first  floor  corridor  parallel  to  7th  Street,  which 
will  be  open  to  the  public,    as  will  adjacent  spaces  for 
court  dissemination  of  documents. 

On  the  other  side  of  the  first  floor  corridor, 
as   I  mentioned,   behind  the  postal  screens  will  be  a 
reference  room  for  the  court  library  which  will  be  open  to 
the  public.     The  public  will  continue  to  have  access  to 
the  second  and  third  floor  courtrooms,    as  represented  by 
this  slide  (indicating.) 

In  summary,    we  have  tried  in  our  redesign  to 
retain  or  restore  as  much  of  the  historic  character  of  the 
original  building  as  we  can  and  preserve  it  for  the 
further  generations.     That  ends  my  part  of  it  and  I  will 
turn  it  back  to  Jim. 

THE  MODERATOR:     Thank  you  very  much,  Ed. 

At  this  time  I  would  like  to  begin  to  get  into 
the  public  comment  period  of  our  agenda.     And  I  would  ask 
that  each  speaker,    when  you  come  forward,    your  first 
remarks  include  stating  and  spelling  your  name  and  the 
name  of  any  organization  you  represent. 

Those  who  are  representing  organizations  will  be 
permitted  to  speak  up  to  ten  minutes.     And  we  will  allow 
up  to  five  minutes  for  all  others  who  are  representing 
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themselves . 

There  will  only  be  one  representative  allowed 
per  organization.     So  if  you  are  a  member  of  an 
organization  and  there  are  more  than  one  of  you  here,  your 
first  speaker  who  identifies  himself  as  part  of  your 
outfit  is  taking  your  ten  minutes  for  you. 

And  further,   no  time  consultations  will  be 

allowed. 

It  appears  that  we  may  have  more  speakers  than 
time  will  permit  us  to  hear.      In  the  interest  of  hearing 
as  much  from  as  many  as  possible,    I  ask  that  everyone 
respect  the  prescribed  time  limits.     And  I  will  very 
pleasantly,    if  people  are  going  over  the  time  limits, 
indicate  to  them  that  it  has  expired. 

Our  first  speaker  tonight  is  Steade  Craigo, 
Acting  SHPO  --  wait  a  minute.      Is  he  a  speaker  or  is  he 
just  being  introduced?       I  see.      I'm  sorry.     So  Steade 
Craigo  will  not  be  speaking,   but  he  is  here  tonight. 
Thank  you . 

All  right,    the  first  speaker  tonight  will  be 

Harold  -- 

HAROLD  TRESKUNOFF:  Treskunoff. 
THE  MODERATOR:      Thank  you. 

PUBLIC  SPEAKERS 
HAROLD  TRESKUNOFF:      T- r- e - S - k- u - n- o - f - f . 

24 


LAURA  MAES -DUNNE  REPORTING 


1 

2 
3 
4 

5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 


I  think  my  printing  was  clear,   but  that  is 
neither  here  nor  there. 

This  entire  meeting  is  an  illegal  fait  accompli, 
stemming  from  an  improper  arrangement,   possibly  a 
conspiracy  between  the  federal  judiciary,    the  GSA,    and  the 
U.S.    Postal  Service  dating  back  to  at  least,    at  least 
1981  . 

We  have  obtained  documents,   myself  and  other 
individuals,    on  the  Freedom  of  Information  Act  Authority, 
which  show  that  at  least  in  1981  the  federal  judiciary 
started,    without  public  input  as  mandated  by  federal  law, 
without  opening  meetings  as  mandated  by  public  law,  for 
the  entire  decision-making  process  from  the  beginning. 

Now,    it's  my  feeling,   and  it's  the  feeling  of  a 
great  many  others  in  this  room,    that  the  GSA,    for  example, 
has  shown  it's   --   it's  not  shown  good  faith  in  the  public 
announcements  supposedly  in  the  Sunday  papers  of  the  1st 
and  the  8th  of  this  month,   when  it  did  not  at  all  refer  to 
the  U.S.    Post  Office  and  Courthouse  building,   which  is  a 
proper  reference . 

The  only  reference  was,   as  it  has  been  this 
evening,    a  false  reference  saying  that  is  the  building  of 
--  belonging  to  the  Court  of  Appeals.     As  a  matter  of. 
fact,    in  1887  the  Congress  first  authorized  this  building 
at   7th  and  Mission  and  called  it  officially  the  U.S.  Post 
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Office  and  Courthouse  and  offices. 

So  right  from  the  beginning  it  was  the  U.S.  Post 
Office,    the  Main  Post  Office  for  the  people  of  San 
Franci  SCO . 

Now  that  authorization  --  original  authorization 
was  in  1887.     Construction  began  in  1903.     The  building 
was  completed  in  1905.     Now  all  during  this  period  the 
proper  reference,    and  the  reference  made  in  the 
legislation,    or  enabling  legislation,  appropriations 
legislation,   was  U.S.   Post  Office  and  Courthouse. 

Now,    to  get  up  to  date.     In  1981  according  to 
the  Freedom  of  Information  documents  we  have,    the  federal 
judiciary  started  to  put  the  pressure  on  the  GSA.     The  GSA 
in  turn  started  to  put  the  pressure  on  the  U.S.  Postal 
Service.     The  U.S.    Postal  Service  at  first  protested. 
They  said  this  is  an  important,    not  only  historic 
building,   but  it  is  a  vital  service  to  the  people  of  San 
Francisco,    and  greater  San  Francisco. 

It  provides  24-hour  service  with  over  70 
services.     And  it  provides,    for  San  Franciscans  of  all 
types  and  all  over  the  City,    a  place  where  they  come  night 
and  day  and  do  their  private  and  public  business  as 
individuals  and  as  organizations  of  all  kinds. 

So,    consequently,    for  the  GSA  to  suggest,  even 
to  suggest,    that  this  is  not  a  post  office  building  --  and 
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it   is  notably  demonstrated  in  the  fact  that  the  GSA  has 
constantly  referred  to  it  as  the  Courthouse.     It  is  not 
the  Courthouse,    it  is  the  Main  Post  Office  for  the  people 
of  San  Francisco.     And  the  GSA  and  the  Post  Office  and  the 
Federal  Court  specifically  --  they  were  the  original  big 
bully  in  the  case,    and  they  still  are  --  have  violated 
federal  law  and  have  deprived,    consequently,    the  people  of 
San  Francisco  of  all  services  and  historic  preservation. 

And  in  closing  I  want  to  say  this,    it  is  time 
that  bureaucrats,    such  as  the  GSA  and  the  Federal  Courts, 
realize  that  they  have  a  responsibility  not  to  their  own 
internal  bureaucracies  only,    but  to  the  people  of  the 
United  States. 

THE  MODERATOR:      Thank  you. 

Our  next  speaker  is  Paul  W.  Lovinger, 
representing  the  Post  Office  patrons.     Mr.   Lovinger  will 
be  allowed  ten  minutes. 

PAUL  W.    LOVINGER:     Four  score  and  seven  years 
ago,    our  grandfathers  brought  fourth  a  grand  new  building, 
conceived  by  Congress  and  dedicated  to  the  people's  use 
primarily  as  San  Francisco's  Post  Office. 

That  was  1905,    the  year  that  the  building  San 
Francisco  has  always  know  as  the  Post  Office  opened  at  7th 
and  Mission. 

Not  only  was  the  Post  Office  the  building's 
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primary  purpose  for  existence,   but  it  played  a  vital  role 
in  the  most  famous  natural  disaster  in  American  history. 
The  San  Francisco  earthquake  and  fire  of  1906. 

Postmaster  Larsen,    a  recent  postmaster,    sent  me 
an  account,    written  in  1906,    of  the  role  of  the  Post 
Office  in  the  disaster. 

It  tells  how  ten  postal  workers  saved  the 
building  and  the  Post  Office  served  as  the  communications 
and  banking  center  for  the  stricken  city.      I  read  a  few 
excerpts . 

"When  the  fire  crept  up  closer  on  Stevenson 
Street,    the  soldiers  rushed  into  the  building  and  shouted 
for  all  to  leave.      It  so  happened  that  when  the  fire 
entered,    it  found  only  ten  men  who  had  defied  the 
authority  of  the  soldiers  and  remained  to  protect  the 
building,    and  they  started  a  fight  against  it  that  lasted 
all   through  the  remainder  of  the  day. 

"It  came  first  through  a  window  in  the  northeast 
corner,    turning  the  beautiful  rooms  into  a  roaring 
furnace.     Then  it  entered  from  the  front  into  the  money 
order  division,    and  the  ten  men  divided  and  fought  it  on 
either  side. 

"The  windows  were  broken  from  the  heat.  The 
windows,    frames,    and  doors  were  on  fire.     The  bricks 
rained  on  everything  and  the  smoke  was  suffocating. 
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"The  only  water  in  the  building  was  in  the 
freight  elevator  tank,   and  into  this  mail  sacks  were 
dipped  and  carried  up  to  men  on  the  burning  floors,  and 
with  these  they  beat  the  fire  until,   having  swept  past  on 
Stevenson  Street  and  left  everything  in  ashes. 

"It  died  out  in  the  building  and  the  building 
was  saved . " 

This  chronicle  tells  how  service  resumed  after 
only  one  day  of  interruption.     The  theory  of  the 
Postmaster  was  that  the  first  need  of  the  stricken 
citizens  of  the  city  was  to  get  word  to  their  friends  on 
the  outside  that,    while  they  were  still  alive,    they  were 
in  great  need. 

The  telegraph  lines  were  all  down.     Wagons  and 
automobiles  were  impressed  and  sent  out  to  the  different 
stations  to  gather  in  what  the  carriers  had  already 
collected  from  the  boxes. 

When  the  impressed  automobile  started  on  its 
first  round  of  collection,   bearing  the  mail  sign  on  it, 
the  people  in  the  camps  and  on  the  streets  cheered  and 
shouted  as  it  passed  and  some  even  turned  and  followed  it 
as  it  went  through  the  streets. 

It  was  evidently  taken  as  a  sign  of  the 
rehabilitation  of  the  City.     Often  it  paused  on  its  way 
until  somebody  could  gather  some  paper,   put  an  address  and 
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an  appeal  for  help  on  it,    and  throw  it  aboard. 

It  rapidly  became  known  that  the  Post  Office 
would  handle  everything,    stamped  or  unstamped,    as  long  as 
it  had  an  address  to  where  it  could  be  sent. 

The  wonderful  mass  of  communication  that  poured 
into  the  collections  was  a  study  in  the  sudden  misery  that 
had  overtaken  the  City. 

Bits  of  cardboard,    cuffs,   pieces  of  wrapping 
paper,    bits  of  newspaper  with  an  address  on  the  margin, 
pages  of  books,    and  sticks  of  wood  all   served  as  a  means 
to  let  somebody  in  the  outside  world  know  that  friends 
were  alive  and  in  need  among  the  ruins. 

Another  part  of  the  paper  says,    quote:  "It 
became  apparent  immediately  after  the  fire  that  the  only 
means  of  sending  money  into  the  city  was  by  money  orders. 
Practically  the  only  money  available  for  circulation  in 
the  city  was  in  the  Post  Office. 

"On  the  25th  of  April  when  money  orders  began  to 
pour  in,    in  answer  to  refugees'   appeals  for  help,  the 
money  order  division  started  to  work.   It  started  with  a 
rush  and  the  Postmaster  became  the  banker  for  the  City." 
End  quote. 

This  was  the  finest  hour  in  the  history  of  the 
U.S.   Mail,    and  the  finest  hour  in  the  history  of  the  City. 
Yet  San  Francisco  is  being  asked,    in  effect,    to  expunge  it 


LAURA  MAES -DUNNE  REPORTING 


1 

2 

3 
4 

5 
6 
7 
8 

9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 


all   from  its  municipal  memory. 

The  Main  Post  Office  is  an  integral  part  of  the 
building's  history  and  tradition.     It's  an  integral  part 
of  San  Francisco's  history  and  tradition.  Historic 
preservation  is  supposed  to  be  why  we're  all  here,  and 
meeting  with  the  Federal  and  State  Historic  Preservation 
Agencies,    and  GSA's  Historic  Preservation  Officer. 

As  we  say  in  our  written  comments,    "Post  Office 
Patrons  appeals  to  all  concerned  not  to  sanction  historic 
destruction  in  the  name  of  historic  preservation.  GSA 
plans  a  huge  project  that  it  calls  seismic  repair  and 
strengthening.     As  planned,    it  goes  actually  beyond,  far 
beyond  earthquake  repair  and  future  earthquake  protection. 
It  destroys  San  Francisco's  Main  Post  Office  and  all  the 
history  it  represents.     It  earmarks  the  Post  Office  of 
demolition  and  replaces  it  with  an  abundance  of  quote  'new 
construction, ' "   end  quote. 

What  do  a  new  central  staircase,    a  new  court 
library,    a  lunch  room,    a  vending  room,    a  kitchen,  attorney 
rooms,    a  skylighted  atrium,    and  the  like  have  to  do  with 
preserving  history? 

What  does  an  exercise  room  for  judges  have  to  do 
with  preserving  history?  What  does  any  of  this  have  to  do 
with  seismic  repair  and  strengthening?     And  why  is  the  GSA 
throwing  out  scores  of  millions  of  dollars  on  such  frills 
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for  a  judicial  elite  at  the  time  of  a  $4-trillion  deficit, 
when  there  are  homeless  sleeping  outside  of  the  building? 

Maybe  that's  part  of  it.     The  high  and  mighty- 
judges  can't  bear  mingling  with  the  riffraff. 

Now  it  turns  out  that  even  the  actual  seismic 
preparation  may  not  work. 

John  Barbey,   our  chairman,   will  point  out  some 
dangerous  shortcomings  in  geological  and  historical 
research  by  the  planners. 

Our  written  comments  go  into  the  proposed 
agreement  that  GSA  has  drawn  up  for  the  Federal  and  State 
Historical  agencies  to  sign.     Under  the  National  Historic 
Preservation  Act,    a  federal  agency  contemplating  any 
undertaking  must  consult  with  those  historical  agencies. 

As  GSA  has  drawn  it  up,    it  is  grossly  biased 
towards  GSA.      For  instance,    after  the  other  parties  review 
the  plans  and  specs,    GSA  can  change  them,    even  if  they 
damage  historical  property.     And  if  they  don't  respond  in 
10  days,    GSA  can  go  ahead  and  damage  the  historic 
property. 

This  agreement  would  leave  it  to  the  fox  to  make 
a  reasonable  effort  to  --  not  to  eat  up  the  chickens. 

The  law  calls  for  consultation  in  the  early 
stages  of  planning.     This  is  a  late  stage.     A  fortune  has 
been  spent  on  plans,   drawings,    reports.     Bids  have  been 
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solicited  and  opened.     GSA  now  hastily  goes  through  the 
motions  of  conforming  with  the  law. 

The  Historic  Preservation  Act  calls  for 
informing  the  public  on  preservation  issues  and  soliciting 
public  views  for  use  in  decision-making.     A  classified  ad 
buried  in  the  business  section  eight  days  before  a 
meeting,    not  even  mentioning  the  words   "Post  Office,"  is 
scarcely  --   scarcely  informing  the  public  on  preservation 
issues . 

We  have  been  trying  for  a  year  and  a  half  to  get 
information  out  of  GSA.     Far  from  seeking  out  our  views, 
it  has  ducked  us,    stonewalled,    and  covered  up.     You  could 
call  this   " Postalgate . " 

Until  some  days  ago  when  a  lawyer  spoke  to  GSA, 
we  could  not  obtain  any  drawings  or  reports.     They  plainly 
show  an  abundance  of  new  construction  where  the  Post 
Office  has  been. 

The  only  solid  information  we  have  obtained  was 
through  the  Freedom  of  Information  Act .     As  Harold 
Treskunoff  said,    the  documents  thus  received  go  back  to 
1981  and  show  that  the  Court  of  Appeals  secretly  got  the 
GSA  to  coerce  the  Postal  Service  to  give  up  space. 

For  eight  years  the  Postal  Service  was  forced  to 
yield  more  and  more  space  to  the  Court.     The  1989 
earthquake  just  hastened  the  ouster  entirely.     The  former 
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Postmaster,   James  Larsen,    called  it  --  called  it  a  quote 
"constructive  eviction,"  unquote.       In  all  those  years  the 
processes  of  the  National  Historic  Preservation  Act  were 
never  followed. 

The  National  Environmental  Policy  Act  has  never 
been  followed  here  either.     GSA  has  failed  to  file  an 
environmental  impact  statement  or  even  an  assessment. 

The  only  concern  for  historic  preservation  in 
those  eight  years  was  shown  by  regional  postal  officials, 
who  tried  desperately  to  save  the  Main  Post  Office  and 
wrote  repeatedly  to  GSA. 

They  spoke  of  this  historically  significant 
building  and  the  historic  reasons  for  keeping  the  Post 
Office  open,    and  its  historical  significance  in  the 
community . 

The  historic  preservations  regulations  call  for 
agencies  to  find  alternatives  to  the  harming  of  historic 
properties.     The  quote:    "Alternative  undertakings  and 
alternative  designs  are  typically  addressed  in  an  agency's 
planning  processes  as  well  as  during  consultation."  End 
quote . 

Nobody,    to  our  knowledge,   has  made  any  effort  to 
develop  alternatives  to  wrecking  the  Main  Post  Office  and 
letting  the  Court  of  Appeals  seize  it  for  their  own  use. 

At  the  time  of  the  earthquake,    the  Postal 
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Service  was  permitted  just  a  fraction  of  one  floor.  The 
court  had  more  than  three  floors,   plus  mezzanines.  Yet 
still  its  hunger  for  postal  space  wasn't  appeased. 

Until  the  1989  earthquake,    the  Post  Office  was 
open  18  hours  a  day,    365  days  a  year,    and  offered  70 
services  under  one  roof. 

While  transacting  daily  postal  business,  the 
public  could  enjoy  the  art  and  architecture  from  the 
Victorian  era  and  feel  a  part  of  a  long  San  Francisco 
t radi t  ion . 

As  planned,    the  public  is  to  be  severely 
restricted  in  its  access,    if  indeed  there  will  be  any 
occasion  to  visit  a  Federal  Court  of  Appeals  at  all. 

The  Board  of  Supervisors  has  recognized  the 
importance  of  the  Main  Post  Office  to  the  people  of  San 
Francisco  and  vicinity,    and  the  innumerable  visitors  from 
the  nation  and  the  world. 

Fourteen  months  ago  it  adopted  two  resolutions, 
signed  by  the  Mayor,   urging  the  Federal  Government  to 
restore  the  Main  Post  Office  to  its  pre- earthquake 
condition  and  maintain  it  for  posterity. 

THE  MODERATOR:      Mr.  Lovinger 

PAUL  W.   LOVINGER:     Just  two  more  paragraphs. 
The  City  and  County  Landmarks  Advisory  Board  has 
gone  on  record  twice,   most  recently  twelve  days  ago,  for 
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the  preservation  and  restoration  of  the  Main  Post  Office. 

Various  civic  organizations  and  the  county 
central  committees  of  both  the  Democratic  and  Republican 
Parties  have  urged  the  preservation  and  reopening  of  the 
Main  Post  Office. 

In  conclusion,    the  people  paid  for  the  Post 
Office.     The  people  have  repeatedly  told  the  Federal 
Government  they  want  to  keep  their  Post  Office. 

Why  doesn't  the  Federal  Government  listen? 
Whatever  happened  to  government  of  the  people,   by  the 
people,    and  for  the  people?     Has  it  perished  from  the 
earth? 

THE  MODERATOR:     Thank  you,    Mr.  Lovinger. 

I  ask  our  remaining  speakers  if  they  have 
written  comments  they  would  like  to  submit,    fine,  that 
would  be  a  very  good  idea.      I  think  we  might  burn  out  our 
court  reporter  if  we  keep  going  at  this  same  rate  of 
transcript  ion . 

Our  next  speaker  will  be  John  Barbey,   who  I  also 
understand  is  a  member  of  the  Post  Office  Patrons,  but 
will  be  speaking  as  a  representative  of  the  San  Francisco 
League  of  Neighbors. 

JOHN  BARBEY:     Yes,    I  am  the  secretary  of  the 
League  of  Neighbors. 

THE  MODERATOR:     So  you  would  like  ten  minutes 
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then? 

JOHN  BARBEY:     And  I  was  also  the  Secretary  for 
the  Coalition  of  San  Francisco  Neighborhoods  who 
unanimously  voted  to  support  this  during  the  whole  last 
year . 

THE  MODERATOR:     Okay.     Do  you  want  ten  minutes 

then? 

JOHN  BARBEY:     I  probably  won't  be  the  whole  ten 

minutes . 

I  would  like  --   the  historic  emphasis  of  the 
Post  Office  building  cannot  possibly  be  overemphasized. 
It  was  one  of  two  buildings  in  the  downtown  area  that 
survived.     The  other  one  was  the  Mint,    two  blocks  away. 
Also  in  that  case,   workers  stayed  behind  and  defied  the 
army ' s  orders . 

Perhaps  it  it  was  because  they  were  United 
States  workers,    that  the  army  did  force  --  the  army  was 
shooting  people  right  and  left  and  forcing  them  to 
evacuate,   but  they  didn't  do  this  to  the  two  Government 
buildings.     And  it  was  a  very  courageous  decision  by  the 
workers . 

In  the  Mint,  the  metal  windows  literally  melted. 
The  frames  melted,  the  windows  melted.  This  is  two  blocks 
away  --  its  --  we  only  had  a  sample  of  what  a  fire  of  this 
would  be  like  when  we  had  the  Oakland  Hills  fire  a  year 
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ago.     This  was  something  absolutely  beyond  imagination. 
It  destroyed  two-thirds  of  the  City  in  two  days. 

Most  of  the  City  was  constructed  of  wood  for 
good  reasons,    because  it  withstands  seismic  events. 

We're  very  concerned  about  the  geotechnical 
study.      It  was  one  of  the  studies  that  we  were  not  allowed 
to  reproduce  it,    either  as  a  copy  at  GSA  for  review. 

I'm  not  a  seismologist;   I  couldn't  properly 
interpret  that  data.      I  notice  that  there  were  two  probes 
made.   One  30  feet  down,    one  50  feet  down.     Apparently  they 
didn't  bother  to  probe  even  to  bedrock.    I'm  assuming  that. 

There  was  sand  practically  all  the  way,    so  11 
feet  of  sand  and  a  very  thin  layer  of  clay,    about  4  feet, 
and  then  more  sand. 

Its   --   there's  something  about  this  underlaying 
which  is  disturbing  to  residents  of  San  Francisco.     All  of 
us  know  well  that  the  Hayes  Creek  stream  bed,   which  has 
been  put  into  a  culvert,    runs  diagonally  through  Civic 
Center  and  through  this  area  down  6th  Street.     It's  one  of 
the  reasons  6th  Street  is  such  bad  real  estate. 

I  didn't  see  mention  of  this  underground 
aquifer.      I  don't  know  --   the  damage  was  sever  in  1906. 
Gladys  Hanson's  very  popular  book.   Denial  of  Blaster, 
which  came  out  in  1989,    shows  some  interesting 
illustrations  of  the  Post  Office  on  page  36  and  page  37, 
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and  says  that  the  ground  subsided  6  feet  in  front  of  the 
Post  Office. 

She  also  has  photographs  from  the  period  --  I 
mean,    from  the  day  that  this  happened  we  see  the  fire 
advancing  toward  the  Mint,    a  solid  wall  of  wooden 
buildings  on  all  sides    (indicating  to  pictures  in  a  book.) 

You  also  see  right  at  the  Post  Office  all  of  the 
wooden  buildings  literally  exploding  into  flames.     It's  an 
unbelievable  picture.     And  this  is  what  confronted  the 
postal  workers  who  stayed  behind. 

And  more  accounts  of  this:     Gladys  Hanson  said 
this   is  where  a  lot  of  the  unreported  deaths  occurred.  As 
you  know,    she  discovered  that  the  Chamber  of  Commerce's 
figures  of  200  people  dead  were  highly  inaccurate.  And 
she  is  still  counting  way  past  3,000  people  who  died  on 
those   --   that  horrible  event. 

There's  also  the  local  significance  of  this  Post 
Office.     We  have  no  Main  Post  Office.     We  have  no  Main 
Post  Office  in  San  Francisco.     It's  a  very  terrible  ironic 
coincidence  that  the  temporary  headquarters  of  the  U.S. 
Court  of  Appeals  is  in  one  of  the  two  towers  which  soars 
about  where  our  last  Main  Post  Office  in  town  used  to  be. 
The  Rincon  Annex.      It  was  the  main  sorting  office  as  well. 
It  was  also  an  historic  building.     We  now  have  a  dead 
postal  lobby  commemorating  that  very  useful  postal  office 
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which  was  our  regular  post  office  for  most  City  residents. 

It  was  the  most  reliable  complete  post  office. 
Now  when  we  want  to  mail  letters  after  6:30  at  night,  we 
go  to  the  end  of  town  to  the  main  sorting  office,   which  is 
way  beyond  --  back  of  beyond,    in  the  middle  of  the  Indian 
Basin,    the  industrial  part,    next  to  a  rather 
malfunctioning  water  treatment  plant,    with  practically  no 
Muni  lines  accessing  it. 

The  19  bus  every  half  hour,    and  the  No.   44  line 
which  has  a  mysterious  route,   mainly  across  the  southern 
portion  of  the  city:     That's  all.     Or  you  could  take  the 
15  bus,    walk  six  blocks,    and  then  you'll  get  to  the  Main 
Post  Office,    as  it's  now  called. 

Apparently  this  is  their  plan  for  the  Postal 
Service,    for  most  of  the  United  States  here.    In  a  December 
1991  article  from  Main  Street  News,    the  national  trust  has 
been  underfunded.   To  subscribe  to  the  Main  Street  News,  we 
have  to  make  a  substantial  donation,   which  our  league  is 
going  to  make.     We  didn't  even  know  this  service  existed. 
Which  focuses  on  problems  in  urban  areas  and  this  confirms 
that  this  has  been  the  policy  of  the  Postal  Service  all 
over  the  United  States,   but  generally  in  small  cities, 
little  towns,    like  Franklin,  Tennessee. 

San  Francisco  is  a  major  city,   but  we're  not 
going  to  roll  over  for  the  elimination  of  our  Main  Post 
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Office,    so  we  can  get  a  better  Court  of  Appeals. 

It's  great  to  have  a  good  Court  of  Appeals,  but 
we  are  losing  one  of  our  best  public  buildings  in  the  city 
as  a  consequence,    our  Main  Post  Office,    such  as  we  still 
had  after  the  elimination  of  the  Rincon  Annex. 

I'd  also  like  to  refer  everybody  to  the 
anonymous  account  made  in  1906  of  the  events  that 
occurred.  Paul  read  from  much  of  that.  It  is  an 
unbelievable  account. 

Great  ingenuity  was  shown  by  the  postal  workers 
who  remained  behind.     They  piled  dirt  on  the  fuel  intake 
pipe.     Someone  reckoned  that  there  was  a  fuel  intake  for 
the  freight  elevator  and  that  was   --   in  fact  there  was  a 
lawn  next  to  the  Post  Office,    and  they  dug  that  up,  piled 
it  up.     They  removed  everything  flammable  from  the 
windows,    especially  from  the  doors. 

They  carefully  secured  mail,   valuable  monies, 
things  like  that.      It  was  a  very,   very  carefully  though 
out  plan  by  these  people.      It's  a  combination  of  courage 
and  intelligence  and  it  is  really  stunning. 

And  we  would  not  be  discussing  this  building, 
one  of  two  that  survived  the  entire  downtown  area,    if  it 
hadn't  been  for  these  postal  workers. 

So  from  the  point  of  view  of  the  Postal  Service, 
I  don't  know  whether  the  Postal  Service  really  cares  about 
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its  own  history,   but  this  is  a  major  monument  to  the 
integrity  of  the  postal  workers.     I  mean,  the 
responsibility  shown,    the  --  to  their  profession  as  it  was 
--   it  was  quite  stunning  the  way  they  organized  themselves 
to  meet  with  this  crisis. 

Most  of  their  other  branch  post  offices  were 
destroyed  in  the  holocaust  that  followed  the  quake. 

Just  one  other  thing.     One  other  important 
thing.     We're  stunned  to  see  in  one  of  the  reports, 
difficult  to  obtain,    this  one,    the  final  design  concept. 

I  read  through  it.     It's  a  pretty  thick  report. 
We  didn't  get  to  see  it  until  October  22nd.      I  was  very 
stunned  to  see  that  the  GSA  wishes  to  eliminate  the 
reservoir  and  emergency  fire  pump. 

I  cannot  understand  why.     I  think  it  may  have 
been  installed  after  the  1906  event;   it's  very 
understandable  why  they  did  that,   but  how  is  this 
preparing  for  a  major  seismic  event.     They  also  opined, 
the  GSA  --   Skidmore,    Owings  &  Merrill  has  a  letter  which 
is  first   in  the  report,   which  advises  against  doing  this. 
The  GSA  denies  it  citing  PBS  Section  303. OIH  after  13, 
etc,     part  of,    I  suppose,   public  building  specifications, 
but  the  history  of  this  building  is  very  well  known.  I 
hope  all  the  historical  accounts  were  read.      I  rather 
doubt  it,    reading  this. 
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And  there's  no  further  correspondence  in  the 
file.   They  seem  to  insist  on  removing  these  things. 
Removing  the  reservoir,    the  fire  pump,   to  guarantee  our 
water  supply. 

Also  in  Gladys  Hansons ' s  book  is  a  map  of  all 
the  water  mains  that  broke.     It's  incredible.     These  red 
dots  all  over  the  city.     And  the  fire  department  cannot  -- 
we're  not  much  better  prepared  now  than  we  were  in  1906, 
that's  well  known. 

So  water  supply  can't  be  guaranteed  for  a 
seismic  event.      I  don't  understand  this  for  a  minute. 

Instead,   we  are  so  far  in  the  plans  that  they 
have  even  chosen  the  exact  equipment  to  go  in  the  exercise 
room.     That's  important,    I  guess. 

Only  one  final  thing.     This  is  a  familiar 
reference  book.     The  building  itself  is  considered  by  some 
people  very,   very  exceptional  indeed.     This  Bernard  in 
this  familiar  Doorbor  reference,    (phonetic),    doesn't  hold 
back,    he  says  the  most  opulent  interior  of  a  public 
building  west  of  the  Mississippi  belongs  to  the  Main  Post 
Office/U.S.   Court  of  Appeals  building.     Before  it  was 
still  known  as  a  dual-purpose  building. 

There  is  also  a  dual-purpose  of  having  --  guards 
in  attendance  was  why  the  Post  Office  was  able  to  keep 
such  amazing  hours.     Because  the  guards  guarding  the 
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courtroom  also  guarded  the  Post  Office,    and  so  we  had  a 
guarded  facility  at  the  huge  6,000  post  boxes  and  sorting 
room,    and  near  24-hour  services  were  available  in  that 
manner. 

I  conclude  here  --  we  really  wanted  more  time 
for  this.     This  is  no  time  for  us  --  having  to  pay  for 
these  reports  is  outrageous:      $98  for  the  historic 
reports,    63  bucks  for  this  thing  that   I'm  holding,  40 
bucks  for  another  report.     That's  very  costly  for  public 
information  and  it  is  basically  a  pile  of  xeroxes  with  a 
spiral  binding. 

The  color  diagrams  they  showed  were  reproduced 
in  black  and  white.  Luckily  they  had  grids  so  you  could 
interpret  what  that  meant,    for  $98,   public  information. 

Thank  you,   very  much. 

THE  MODERATOR:      Thank  you,    Mr.  Barbey. 

By  the  way,    if  there  is  anyone  else  I  failed  to 
introduce  as  an  honored  guest  or  anyone  from  the  Post 
Office  that  might  be  here,    I  would  be  more  than  happy  to 
introduce  you. 

Our  next  speaker  is  Alan  Hall  Manning,    and  he  is 
representing  himself  and  will  be  permitted  five  minutes. 

ALAN  HALL  MANNING:      I'm  representing  my 
foundation  as  well,    although  I  don't  think  I'll  be  taking 
ten  minutes . 
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My  name  is  Alan  Hall  Manning.      I  am  representing 
myself  and  the  Box  One  Foundation. 

Our  mission,    in  its  abbreviated  form,    is  to  make 
a  positive  difference  in  the  world.     I  was  born  and  raised 
in  San  Francisco.     I'm  an  expert  in,    or  near  expert  in  33 
different  fields. 

I  work  for  the  government  in  doing  reports .  My 
job  is  to  take  information,    raw  data,    and  process  it  and 
produce  conclusions.     My  file  on  this  runs  some  3,000 
pages  on  the  Main  Post  Office  and  the  U.S.   Court  of 
Appeals  building. 

I  feel  that  the  decision  to  rob  us  of  our  Main 
Post  Office  is  shameful.     It's  disgraceful  and  it's 
scandalous . 

The  Mayor  of  San  Francisco,    I  received  a  letter 
from  him,    I  think  the  people  should  know,    which  was 
intended  to  frighten  and  intimidate  him  by  providing 
disinformation,    to  the  effect  that  if  the  U.S.   Court  of 
Appeals  could  not  take  over  the  entire  building,  they 
would  be  moving  to  Los  Angeles.     And  as  the  Mayor  said  to 
me,    we  cannot  allow  that  to  happen. 

The  notice  for  the  meeting  also  we  have 
criticism  on,    a  number  of  us.      It  was  in  the  classified 
section  under  Business  to  Business,   next  to  furniture  and 
copying.     This  is  totally  --   it  is  not  understandable  at 
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all  to  me. 

I  have  been  talking  to  a  number  of  people 
throughout  the  Government,    as  Ms.   Byrens  knows;   I  have 
talked  to  the  senior  policy  analyst  of  the  Office  of  the 
General  Counsel  of  the  Executive  Office  of  the  President 
under  the  United  States,   who  represents  the  council  on 
environmental  qualities,    CEQ . 

And  it  is  their  opinion  as  well,    at  the  very 
least,    an  environmental  assessment  should  have  been 
provided  or  should  have  been  made  on  this  particular 
building . 

And  I  would  like  Ms.   Byrens  to  --   in  my  letter 
to  you,    Ms.   Byrens,   my  comments,    to  respond  what  the 
intention  of  the  GSA  is  in  writing.     Whether  they  intend 
to  do  an  environmental  assessment  or  not. 

Postmaster  Larsen,    after  I  had  drafted  a  copy  of 
--   or  drafted  a  complaint  or  a  preliminary  restraining 
order  and  for  a  temporary  and  permanent  injunction 
called  --   called  me  up  and  stated  to  me  that  the  GSA 
instituted  a  program  of  progressive  preemption  of  our 
space,    constituting  a  constructive  eviction. 

"They  squeezed  us  out  down  to  the  last  drop. 
They  held  a  sword  over  our  head."     That's  our  Postmaster 
talking,    Mr.   James  Larsen. 

Now,    I  think  it  might  have  even  gone  further 
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than  that.      I  think  it  was  more  like  pointing  a  gun  at 
their  head. 

The  GSA  has  used,    in  opinion,  oppression, 
oppressive  behavior,    resulting  in  a  constructive  eviction 
of  the  Post  Office.     And  we  are  not  at  all  pleased  that 
that  has  occurred. 

Anyway,    I've  also  been  asked  to  address   --  by 
Mark  Mendenhall,    he  has  asked  me  to  address  the  U.S.  Court 
of  Appeals,    all  28  Justices  in  writing,    as  to  my  findings 
as  far  as  the  investigation  of  what  actually  went  on. 

I  think  it  can  be  told  now  that   --   some  of  my 
colleagues  won't  want  me  to  say  this  probably,    but  at  the 
time  that  we  first  found  out  that  the  Post  Office  had  been 
evicted,   we  had  sources  within  not  only  the  postmaster's 
office,   but  employees  working  there,    and  employees  -- 
long-time  employees  of  the  Federal  District  Court,    and  at 
the  GSA,    giving  us  the  scuttlebut  that  actually  was 
occurring . 

The  plan  to  convert  the  Main  Post  Office  into 
the  U.S.  Court  of  Appeals  building,  to  privatize  it  for 
the  convenience  of  the  judges,   goes  back  many  many  years. 

And  we  feel,   many  of  us  feel,    that  the  106 
review  process  and  the  --  under  the  regulations,    the  NEPA 
regulations,    that  there  should  have  been  a  review  done  on 
this  much  earlier  than  1991  or  1989. 
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Well,    I'd  like  to  say  that  the  people  are  the 
bigger  battalion.     Our  wants,    our  needs,    our  history,  our 
tradition  should  be  considered  in  this  matter. 

And  hopefully  the  Justices  will  consider 
allowing  a  postal  presence  at  this  location. 

We  certainly  hope  so.     Thank  you,   very  much. 

THE  MODERATOR:      Thank  you,    Mr.  Manning. 

We  will  take  a  short  break  while  our  transcriber 
changes  her  paper. 

( Break  taken . ) 
THE  MODERATOR:  Okay. 

Our  next  speaker  will  be  Darius  Aidala  of  the 
South  of  Market  Boys . 

UNIDENTIFIED  SPEAKER:     There  is  actually  no 
speaker  here  to  represent  the  South  of  Market  Boys . 

THE  MODERATOR:  So  you  will  be  an  individual. 
Fine.  Five  minutes.  Okay.  Could  you  spell  your  name, 
please . 

DARIUS  AIDALA:      First  name  is  D-a-r-i-u-s,  last 
name  is  A-i-d-a-l-a,    and  I'm  representing  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco  as  a  citizen. 

And  I'm  vehemently  opposed  to  the  demolition  of 
the  Main  Post  Office  facility.     This  building  was  built 
with  the  Post  Office  and  has  served  as  a  Post  Office  since 
1905  . 
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To  turn  out  the  Post  Office  and  all  the  services 
that   it  offered,    for  the  installation  of  judges'  chambers, 
exercise  rooms,    and  cafeterias,    seems  like  a  bad  way  to 
serve  the  citizens  of  San  Francisco,   who  have  requested 
that  the  Post  Office  stay  in  this  location. 

The  comments  in  today's  Chronicle  article  seem 
indicative  of  the  general  contempt  this  process  seems  to 
have  for  the  Post  Office  and  citizens  who  use  this 
building . 

The  belief  that  people  who  chose  to  visit  the 
Courthouse  on  tours  will  appreciate  the  grandeur  of  the 
building  more  than  those  who  simply  visit  the  building  to 
mail  a  package  or  buy  stamps,    is  an  insult  to  the 
intelligence,    and  a  thinly  disguised  example  of  the 
caviller  attitude  this  process  has  exhibited,  while 
highjacking  the  structure. 

While  I  applaud  the  seismic  retrofit  of  this 
fine  building,    I  strongly  urge  everyone  involved  to 
rethink  the  plans  to  demolish  the  Main  Post  Office 
facility. 

This  building  was  built  for  the  people  of  San 
Francisco  and  a  Post  Office  should  remain. 

This  structure  should  not  end  up  as  a  private 
preserve  for  judges. 

Thank  you,   very  much. 
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THE  MODERATOR:      Than  you,    very  much. 
Just  so  the  record  will  reflect,    that  our  next 
speaker  was  Nick  Pasquariell  who  has  declined  to  speak  -- 
is  that  correct? 

UNIDENTIFIED   SPEAKER:  Yes. 

THE  MODERATOR:      Than  you. 

Then  our  next  speaker  will  be  Lew  D.  -- 

UNIDENTIFIED  SPEAKER:  Serbin. 

THE  MODERATOR:     Go  ahead  and  say  it  and  spell 

it  . 

LEW  D.    SERBIN:      L-e-w,    D.,  S-e-r-b-i-n. 

My  goodness,    a  lot  of  people  here. 

I  just  made  an  observation  during  the  last 
speaker's  remarks.     Every  person  who  is  not  employed  by 
the  Federal  Government  who  has  spoken  tonight  has  not  said 
one  favorable  word  about  the  U.S.   Court  of  Appeals  at  the 
Post  Office  building. 

I  was  born  about  fifteen  blocks  away;   lived  here 
my  entire  life.     At  the  age  of  fifteen,    or  so,    I  use  to  go 
up  to  Telegraph  Hill  to  hustle  the  tourists  to  show  them 
around  town.     Amongst  the  things  I  showed  them,    and  high 
on  the  list,   was  the  Post  Office. 

When  I  was  working  after  school  as  a  shipping 
clerk  and  then  after  I  graduated  from  school,    as  an  office 
boy,    I  had  many  occasions  to  go  to  the  Post  Office. 

50 

LAURA  MAES -DUNNE  REPORTING 


1 

2 
3 
4 

5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 


When  I  worked  at  Powell  and  O'Farrell,    I  could 
have  gone  down  to  the  basement  of  Macy's,    I  could  have 
gone  down  to  the  basement  of  the  Emporium;   hell,    I  didn't 
want  to  go  to  those  places.      I  went  to  my  beautiful  Post 
Office . 

In  April  1964  I  opened  my  Post  Office  Box  there, 
my  address  was  1058.     A  couple  of  years  ago  they  tried  to 
tell  me  my  address  was  not  Box  1058.      I  told  them  to  go  to 
hell,    and  I'm  still  telling  them  I  am  not  going  to  change 
my  address . 

I  chose  the  Main  Post  Office  for  several 
reasons,      one  of  which  was  the  time  it  was  open,  eighteen 
hours  a  day,    and  for  its  great  beauty,    and  my  love  for  the 
building  itself,   but  primarily  because  of  its  convenient 
loca t  ion . 

Regardless  of  your  age,    if  you're  too  old  too 
drive,    or  to  young  to  drive,    there  is  plenty  of 
transportation  to  get  there.     There  are  --   there  are  bus 
stops  on  the  corners. 

At  the  current  location,  I  call  it  the  Hyde 
Street  Hole,  there  is  no  transportation  closer  than  a 
block.  Within  a  block  of  the  Post  Office,  of  course, 
there's  more  transportation  than  you  can  count. 

The  hours  are  totally  unacceptable.     I  now  have 
to  make  special  trips  to  get  my  mail,   probably  on  the 
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order  of  several  times  a  month.     During  the  years  until  -- 
before  the  earthquake,    I  probably  made  special  trips  to 
get  my  mail,   probably  one  or  two  trips  a  year,    if  that 
frequently,   because  of  the  hours  and  because  7th  and 
Mission  is  a  place  I  am  always  passing  by. 

I  pass  by  7th  and  Mission  to  come  to  the  Hyde 
Street  Hole.     I  pass  by  7th  and  Mission  when  I  go  to  work. 
I  pass  by  7th  and  Mission  when  I  come  home  from  work. 
When  I  go  across  the  Bay,   which  is  about  once  a  month,  I 
come  home  at  about  11:30  in  the  evening.     It  was  nothing 
to  it  for  me  to  drop  off  the  freeway  and  drop  by  7th  and 
Mission  and  pick  up  my  mail.     I  can't  do  any  of  that  now. 

If  you  mention  the  Court  of  Appeals  to  a  person 
who  has  lived  in  this  City  as  long  as  I,   you  kind  of  get  a 
double  take  and  say,    you  know,    "Oh,   yeah,    yeah,  that's 
down  at  7th  and  Mission  where  the  Post  Office  is."  We 
don't  think  of  it  as  the  Court  of  Appeals,    just  the  Post 
Office  . 

You  want  Courts  of  Appeal,   you  want  Federal 
Courts,    I  know  where  they  are.     Upstairs.     Right  here  in 
this  building.     All  kinds  of  courts.      It's  very  nice  that 
they  have  beautiful  courtrooms  down  at  the  Post  Office, 
but  it  is  the  Post  Office. 

It  has  always  been  the  Post  Office,    and  the  only 
people  here  in  this  room  tonight  that  I  have  heard  speak 
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so  far,    do  not  want  it  to  be  a  Post  Office  are  people  who 
don't  have  anything  to  do  with  the  Post  Office. 

Those  of  us  who  are  patrons,  and  I'm  sure  the 
employees,  etc.,  want  it  to  remain  a  Post  Office,  as  we 
had. 

Historic  preservation,  historic  restoration. 
Put  the  building  back  the  way  it  was  and  then  leave  it 
alone . 

THE  MODERATOR:      Thank  you,    very  much. 
Our  next  speaker  will  be  J .    S.  Tunnell, 
representing  himself. 

J.S.   TUNNELL:     T -u - n - n - e - 1 - 1 . 

I'll  be  very  brief.     My  name  is  Tunnell,    and  I'm 
a  citizen  of  the  City  and  I'm  not  representing  anyone 
except  for  myself. 

Seems  to  me  there  are  two  presumptions,    I've  -- 
for  the  record  I'll  say  that  I'm  very  opposed  to  the 
proposed  use,    changes  of  the  Main  Post  Office  to  the  court 
usage,    entirely  the  court  usage. 

The  first  presumption,    it  seems  to  me,  that 
should  go  against  any  use,   which  changes  from  a  use  by  the 
broad  general  public,    such  as  the  Pos^  Office,    to  a  use  by 
a  much  smaller  group. 

Secondly,    I  think  there's  a  presumption  that  any 
public  use  which  has  existed  for  85  years  and  which  enjoys 
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support,    as  we  see  here,    that  such  a  use  should  not 
lightly  be  changed  to  a  brand  new  use. 

They're  the  two  presumptions,   and  I  think  both 
argue  against  this  proposed  usage. 

A  general  comment  now.     We  have  just  been 
through  a  presidential  election  and  a  political  year  in 
which  people  said  there's  a  restlessness  and  anger  abroad 
in  the  land  here.     People  don't  feel,    possibly,    that  they 
are  being  represented  well,    or  that  the  Congress  and  the 
federal  bureaucracies  respond  to  the  needs  of  the  public. 

I  submit  that  if  this  goes  through,    this  will  be 
perceived  by  most  of  the  public  as  yet  another  grab,    or  a 
use  which  takes  from  the  many  for  the  benefit  of  a  very 
particular  few. 

Thank  you. 

THE  MODERATOR:     Thank  you,    Mr.   Tunnell . 

Our  next  speaker  will  be  Nathaniel  Berkowitz; 
have  I   said  that  name  correct?     And  Mr.   Berkowitz  is 
representing  the  Grant  Building? 

NATHANIEL  BERKOWITZ:      That's  correct. 

THE  MODERATOR:     And  you  would  like  ten  minutes, 

sir? 

NATHANIEL  BERKOWITZ:  Five. 
THE  MODERATOR:      Five.  Fine. 

NATHANIEL  BERKOWITZ:      Do  you  have  my  name? 
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B  -  e  -  r  -  k  -  o  -  w  -  i  - 1  -  z  . 

I'm  representing  the  Grant  Building.     We're  a 
neighbor.     We're  a  building  that  is  equally  as  old  as  the 
Post  Office,    or  the  7th  and  Mission  facility,   and  I  can 
tell  you  that  the  Post  Office  location  has  always  been  a 
contentious  site. 

Someone  paid  a  million  dollars  for  it  in  1887 
and  it  was  a  political  boondoggle.     At  the  time  it  was  a 
swamp.     They  built  it   --   they  didn't  build  it  very  well 
because  the  building  sank  during  the  earthquake. 

The  building  which  we  occupy,   which  is 
immediately  adjacent  to  the  Post  Office,   was  properly 
built.    It  was  built  on  pilings,   built  by  a  bridge  builder 
who  knew  what  he  was  doing,   and  there  are  pictures  showing 
the  Grant  Building  standing  three  feet  higher  than  the 
Post  Office,   which  had  sunk  below  the  ground. 

Needless  to  say,    we're  very  sorry  to  have  seen 
the  building  damaged.     We're  very  sorry  to  see  the  Post 
Office  leave.     We've  even  sorrier  to  see  the  Court  leave. 
And  the     Court  is  gone.     There  is  nothing  there. 

Walk  down  7th  and  Mission.     Walk  down  that  area 
and  it's  nothing.      It's  empty  holes.     The  Greyhound  is 
gone.     There  is  an  empty  lot  sitting  adjacent  to  the 
Courthouse  or  the  Post  Office.     Take  your  choice.     And  we 
want  to  see  something  happen.     We  don't  want  to  see  it 
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just  a  bombed  out  World- War- II -type  facility. 

It's  taken  three  years  to  get  to  this  point. 
And  I  would  be  very  shocked  to  see  it  take  another  three 
years  of  debating  whether  it  should  be  a  courthouse,  a 
Post  Office,    because  we  need  both. 

We  need  a  lot  of  courthouses.     We  need  a 
prestigious  one  for  the  Court  of  Appeals,   because  the 
Ninth  Court  of  Appeals  is  probably  one  our  most 
prestigious  organizations  in  San  Francisco. 

I'm  not  a  lawyer,    but  I've  got  a  lot  of  friends 
and  family  that  tell  me  that  this  is  one  of  our 
outstanding  institutions.     Don't  take  them  lightly. 

Now  that  I  have  said  that,    I  can  also  tell  you 
that   I'm  a  postal  user,   but  not  much  anymore,    because  I 
use  a  fax  machine.     And  I'm  like  a  lot  of  other  people.  I 
can't  afford  to  send  a  29  cent  stamp,   when  I  can  send  by 
telephone  for  probably  6  cents . 

We  need  a  modern  facility  downtown,   but  it 
certainly  isn't  a  use  of  the  existing  building. 

So  what  I  am  here  to  say  is,    "Welcome  to  the 
Court  of  Appeals."     I'm  certainly  glad  to  see  you  come 
back  as  a  neighbor.      I  think  there  is  a  middle  way.  I 
think  we  need  some  space  for  a  downtown  Post  Office.  Not- 
having  to  go  out  to  India  Basin.     And  we  also  need  a 
facility  that  has  got  some  parking.     And  there  is  plenty 
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of  vacant  space  on  Mission  Street,    there's  plenty  of 
vacant  space  in  the  Civic  Center  that  needs  to  be 
rehabilitated  and  redone. 

Don't  look  at  this  as  a  single  one-issue  vote. 
Because  that's  not  the  way  we're  voting.  We  really  want 
to  vote  to  improve  that  whole  area.  And  I'm  here  to  say 
again,    I'm  glad  to  have  you  aboard. 

THE  MODERATOR:      Thank  you,    Mr.    Berkowitz . 

Our  next  speaker  will  be  Mark  Paez  representing 
the  San  Francisco  Department  of  City  Planning. 

Is  he  still  here? 

Mark  Paez,  P-a-e-z. 

Well   if  Mark  Paez  does  return  to  the  meeting  he 
is  signed  up,    and  we  will  move  on  to  our  speaker  then. 

Our  next  speaker  will  be  George  Matranga. 
Are  you  George? 
GEORGE   MATRANGA:  Yes. 

THE  MODERATOR:     Very  good.     Representing  the 
South  of  Market  Boys . 

GEORGE  MATRANGA:      I  don't  think  I'll  need  the 
full  amount  of  time  because  I  was  informed  at  a  rather 
late  date.      I  haven't  had  time  to  prepare,    as  the 
professional  architects  and  staffs  of  the  planning  and 
Government  Services  Administration  has,   but  I  come  forward 
as  a  citizen,    as  an  educator  of  San  Francisco,    and  as  the 
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president  of  the  South  of  Market  Boys. 

The  South  of  Market  Boys  has  been  an 
organization  which  is  concerned  with  historical  elements 
of  San  Francisco.     And  it  was  designed  and  interpreted  -- 
in  1924   it  was  organized  as  a  group  which  reiterated  or 
celebrated  the  City's  survival  in  this  devastating 
earthquake  and  fire. 

We  have  been  patrons  of  the  Post  Office.  The 
Main  Post  Office.     And  we  have  had  quite  a  distortion  of 
services.     I  would  like  to  first  of  all  present  that.  And 
we  hold  in  high  esteem  the  building  and  the  spirit  of  San 
Franci  SCO . 

And  we  feel  it  is  being  let  down.      In  partial, 
it's  something  of  not  being  informed,    or  not  letting  the 
public  know  bearing  a  little  article,   which  is  kind  of 
misinterpreted  in  the  back  of  the  paper. 

I'm  not  here  because  I  read  an  article.  I'm 
here  because  of  the  late  date  I  was  informed  by  some  of 
the  people  who  were  concerned  and  had  come  to  our 
organization. 

I'm  not  against  the  Court  of  Appeals,    and  our 
organization  isn't.   We  look  forward  to  the  Court 
expanding,   but  not  in  this  particular  building.     There's  a 
lot  of  adjacent  real  estate.     There  are  many  places  in  San 
Francisco  where  more  than  an  adequate  setting  for  this 
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important   function  in  government  can  be  set  up. 

But  we're  very  concerned  about  the  loss  of  this 
post  office,    and  the  loss  of  the  access  to  it.     Not  only 
for  ourselves,   but  also  for  everyone  including  the 
children  in  the  further  generations. 

I  feel   --   I'm  a  psychologist,    and  I  feel  that 
this  kind  of   --   this  kind  of  process  where  people  aren't 
informed  and  suddenly  find  out  at  the  last  minute,    or  just 
in  the  paper  the  morning  before  something  comes  out  -- 
this   is  the  only  thing  I  saw  in  the  paper  --   that  this 
type  of   information  has  long-term  negative  psychological 
effects  on  all  of  us,    as  well  as  the  children  in 
part  icular . 

So  I  would  like  to  call  this  to  our  attention 
and  to  --   appeal  that  this  process  be  at  least  slowed  so 
that   the  general  population  can  have  an  input. 

I,    as  a  citizen,    as  a  native  San  Franciscan,  as 
the  president  of  the  South  of  Market  Boys,    as  an  educator 
feel   that  the  Main  Post  Office  should  be  reinstated  back 
to  access  as  a  full   service  with  the  70   --   70  things  it 
provided.     Rather  than  having  to  go  to  Oakland  to  mail  a 
package  in  the  evening,    we  can  go  right  down  to  7th  and 
Market,    which  is  right  in  the  center  of  town,   which  we  can 
reach  on  numerous  public  transit,    or  Muni. 

We  can  park  there.     We  have  access  to  parking. 
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So  we  need  a  Main  Post  Office  that  we  can  reach  that  has 
access  to  us  all.     And  I  hope  that,    in  closing,    that  we 
will  keep  our  Post  Office  at  this  center,    as  a 
full-service  Post  Office. 

And  I  further  suggest  that  we  commemorate  the 
spirit  of  San  Francisco  and  the  spirit  of  the  Post  Office 
by  remembering  our  post  office  on  a  centennial  stamp  in 
the  near  future. 

Thank  you. 

THE  MODERATOR:      Thank  you,    Mr.  Matranga. 

Our  next  speaker  will  be  Ira  Kurlander.     Am  I 
pronouncing  that  properly?     It's  difficult  handwriting  for 
me  . 

UNIDENTIFIED   SPEAKER:  Kurland. 

THE  MODERATOR:     Kurland.     Okay.      If  you  could 
also  spell  your  name. 

IRA  KURLANDER:      I-r-a,    K-u - r - 1 - a - n - d - e - r . 

I'm  on  the  Board  of  San  Francisco  Tomorrow.  And 
we  were  asked  to  give  an  opinion  on  this  proposed 
alteration  to  the  building,   which  amazingly  now  is  called 
the  U.S.   Court  of  Appeals. 

I  think  most  people  know  what  a  post  office  is. 
Most  people  hope  they  never  find  out  what  a  court  of 
appeal s  is . 

And  that's  pretty  much  the  attitude  about  this 
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move  . 

We're  an  urban  environmental  group.  We're 
dedicated  to  keeping  San  Francisco  both  a  vibrant  business 
center  and  a  rich  visual  feast.   Both  of  these  goals 
converge  at  7th  and  Mission.     And  both  of  these  goals  can 
be  frustrated  by,    let's  be  kind  and  call  it  federal 
indifference,    instead  of  federal  machinations  or  ambition. 

San  Francisco's  business  center  is  very- 
successful  because  it's  compact  and  walkable .     This  is  a 
unique  quality  in  the  Western  United  States. 

In  contrast,  the  Post  Office's  policy  of 
scattering  partial  service  around  town  discourages 
pedestrian  and  encourages  auto  use. 

This  is  just  simply  against  the  pattern  of  use 
in  San  Francisco.     Does  the  Postal  Service  wish  to  support 
downtown  San  Francisco  business,   which  is,   by  and  large 
small  business?     Or  are  they  trying  to  go  out  of  business? 

You  know,   when  a  business  keeps  cutting  staff 
and  locations,    tells  you  they're  moving  to  Oakland  to 
serve  you  better,    I  always  have  a  feeling  that  they're 
going  out  of  business,    and  the  last  thing  they  cut  is  the 
execut  ives . 

They  will  sit  around  and  cut  and  cut  and  cut, 
until  they  are  sitting  up  there  in  the  executive  offices 
and  don't  have  any  Indians  under  them. 
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Perhaps  they  have  been  expanding  service  in  the 
suburbs  for  so  long  they  don't  remember  what  a  real  city 
is.     San  Francisco  needs  a  full-service  Post  Office  with 
long  hours  located  on  its  main  transit  corridor,  Market 
Street . 

Very  simply,    it  needs  full  service,    long  hours, 
and  located  on  its  transit  corridor,   Market  Street. 

I'm  not  going  to  get  into  whether  this  is  the 
right  location.      I  just  say  that's  what  we  need.      If  you 
got  another  public  building  suitable  on  the  transit 
corridor,    show  me  the  plans  before  you  close  this  one. 

Okay.     Then  about  its  visual  historic  qualities, 
historical  qualities:     Old  buildings  like  the  Main  Post 
Office  are  the  best  we  have  in  San  Francisco.  It 
represents  a  time  when  the  Federal  Government  believed  its 
citizens  deserved  the  best. 

Today  the  Court's  propose  to  privatize  this 
grand  interior  space,    reserving  it  for  employees  and  an 
occasional  tour.     This  will  rob  the  public  as  surely  as 
any  of  the  criminals  who  were  ever  convicted  on  the  upper 
floors  of  that  Post  Office/Courthouse,     I  mean  the 
privatization  is  robbery  of  public  space. 

You  put  a  gate  around  a  public  park  and  you  find 
out  what  the  public  thinks  about  that,    I  mean,    read  about 
the  act  of  enclosure. 
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We  urge  the  courts  to  maintain  this  magnificent 
hall  as  a  public  space,    open  to  the  public.     And  we  look 
forward  to  working  with  the  GSA  to  improve  the  federal 
presence  in  this  city. 

The  fact  that  the  Federal  Government  is 
represented  in  San  Francisco  by  a  building  as  ugly  as  the 
one  we  are  now  meeting  in  --  which  amazingly  has  had  more 
repair  work  than  even  the  Old  Post  office. 

I  mean,   you  know,    every  disaster  has   --   every  -- 
been  allayed  to  this  building.     If  you  need  a  site  for 
courtrooms,    there  is  a  plaza  in  front  of  this  building. 
Erect  a  building  just  as  high  in  front  of  this  and  then  we 
won't  have  to  look  at  this. 

And  I'm  quite  serious  about  that.     That  windy 
plaza  is  one  of  the  most  unpleasant,   most  failed  public 
spaces  in  San  Francisco.     It  only  is  exceeded  by  the  Bank 
of  America  which  managed  to  put  its  building  to  the  south 
of  its  public  plaza.     This  one  put  its  plaza  on  the 
correct  side  and  then  created  a  wind  tunnel. 

We  do  expect  to  be  consulted  about  this.  We 
don't  expect  to  be  presented  with  a  fait  accompli,  and  I 
might  point  out  that  the  City  of  San  Francisco  has  had 
some  problems  with  preservation.  It  has  suffered  some 
nasty  shocks  too,  on  bond  issues  as  a  result,  when  the 
public  said,    "You  won't  ask  about  it,   we'll  say   'no'  to 
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everything  that  comes  down  the  pike." 

We  have  ways  of  saying  no  to  the  Federal 
Government  too,    and  we  don't  want  the  gentleman  suits  here 
caught  in  between. 

Thank  you. 

THE  MODERATOR:     Our  next  speaker  will  be  Julia 
Cheever,    representing  herself. 

And  if  you  could  spell  your  name,   Ms.  Cheever. 
JULIA  CHEEVER:  Okay. 

Hi,   my  name  is  Julia  Cheever,    C-h-e-e- v-e-r . 
I'm  speaking  as  a  private  citizen.      I  live  in  San 
Francisco  and  I  work  in  this  area. 

I  strongly  support  leaving  part  of  the  building 
for  a  post  office. 

A  point  I'd  like  to  make  about  public  notice  is 
that   I'm  a  citizen  who  follows  the  news  and  public  issues 
fairly  closely,    and  I'm  quite  amazed  that  I  didn't  hear 
about  this  until  today. 

In  fact,    I  didn't  come  to  this  meeting  planning 
to  speak,    because  I  heard  about  it  only  today,   but  I'm 
speaking  both  because  I  think  it's  important,    and  because 
I  notice  that  my  gender  hasn't  been  represented  so  far. 

A  point  I  would  like  to  make  about  the  Ninth 
Circuit.      I  certainly  agree  it  needs  a  nice  facility,  but 
I  question  whether  allowing  the  Post  Office  to  have  a 
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small  part  of  the  building  will  make  any  difference  to  the 
Ninth  Circuit  in  the  long  run  over  the  decades,   which  is 
what  we  should  think  of,    since  this  is  an  historic 
building . 

Like  a  lot  of  courts  in  the  United  States,  the 
Ninth  Circuit  Court  is  continually  expanding,  so 
presumably,   eventually,    it  is  going  to  need  to  make  plans 
for  space  outside  of  that  building,    in  any  case,    or  --  I'm 
not  sure  how  much  you  have  heard  talk  of  the  fact,  since 
it's  the  largest  circuit  in  the  United  States,    there  is 
discussion  of  splitting  it  into  two  different  circuits. 

If  that  ever  happens,    it  would  presumably  need 
only  half,    or  even  with  continually  expanding  staff, 
two- thirds  of  the  space  it  now  occupies. 

So  I  think  you  should  consider  that  in  its 
historical  view. 

The  question  of  its  historical  value  --   I  agree 
with  many  of  the  speakers  that  it  has  tremendous  historic 
value,    and  I  feel  strongly  that  if  millions  of  dollars  of 
tax  money  are  to  be  spent,    the  public  deserves  to  have 
access  to  it . 

I  know  there  has  been  mention  of  public  access 
to  a  museum  or  to  a  library,   but  obviously  there  is  no 
comparison  between  that  sort  of  access  and  the  kind  of 
day-to-day  frequent  access  the  public  would  have  to  --  in 
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being  able  to  use  the  Post  Office. 

I  have  been  in  both  the  courtrooms  and  the  Post 
Office,   by  the  way,    and  even  if  a  Post  Office  facility 
couldn't  provide  all  the  services,    I  think  that  having 
some  is  of  great  value  to  the  public.     And  the  one  I've 
used  the  most   is  the  philatelic  window. 

And  I'll  like  to  close  with  a  personal  example, 
which  I'm  giving  in  hopes  that  it  will  make  it  more  vivid 
to  the  planners  how  important  the  Post  Office  is  to 
people  . 

Over  the  past  ten  years  when  I  got  married  and 
wanted  to  send  out  wedding  invitations  and  announcements, 
and  then  before  my  two  children  were  born,    and  I  was 
planning  to  send  out  birth  announcements,    in  what  was  kind 
of  a  little  ceremony  to  myself  I  made  a  special  trip  to 
the  philatelic  window,   because  that  was  the  place  where  I 
could  get  the  full  choice  of  stamps  to  find  exactly  the 
right  stamp  for  these  very  important  life  events  to  me. 

So  I  very  much  hope  a  Post  Office  facility  can 
be  kept  in  that  building. 

THE  MODERATOR:      Thank  you  very  much,  Ms. 
Cheever.  Our  next  speaker  this  evening  will  be 

Michael  Levin,    representing  himself. 

Mr.   Levin,   are  you  still  here?  L-e-v-i-n. 

Well,    it  would  appear  that  all  those  who  are 
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signed  up  have  spoken.     If  there  is  anyone  who  believe 
they  have  not  signed,    or  rather  they  have  signed  up  and 
their  name  has  not  been  called,   please  come  forward  at 
this  time. 

At  this  point  since  we  are  publicly  open  until 
7:00  p.m,   we  will  be  ready  to  receive  additional  speakers 
that  may  arrive  --  that  were  coming  late  to  this  meeting. 

And  we  will  have  an  interlude  of  silence  if  we 
have  no  further  speakers . 

Yes,  sir. 

UNIDENTIFIED  SPEAKER:      I   am  not   signed  up,  but 
am  I  able  to  come  up? 

THE  MODERATOR:      You  certainly  are. 

State  your  name  and  the  name  of  any  organization 
you  represent . 

WINCHELL  HAYWARD:     Yes,   my  name  is  Winchell 
Hayward,    and  I'm  a  member  of  the  Victorian  Alliance  and  of 
the  California  Heritage  Council,   and  of  San  Francisco 
Tomorrow . 

I  don't  propose  to  be  pretending  to  speak  for 
those  organizations,   but  I'm  quite  sure  they  would  endorse 
what  I'm  about  to  say. 

And  that  is,    that  I  find  it  --   several  other 
speakers  have  alluded  to  the  fact  that  they  only  learned 
about  it  today  or  --   this  meeting  today  or  the  day  before, 
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and  I  too  am  one  of  these  people. 

I  just  happened  to  call  John  Barbey  on  another 
matter  and  learned  of  this  meeting.     And  I'm  astounded 
that  a  subject  as  of  deep  importance  as  this  has  been 
given  such  a  --   short  publicity,    so  short  that  in  fact  it 
almost  suggests  that  you  deliberatly  planned  it  that  way 
so  that   --     so  that  most  people  won't  know  about  it  until 
it   is  too  late  to  testify. 

I  don't  understand  why  you  have  made  so 
diabolical   --   for  you  to  have  intentionally  masked  your 
intention  of  such  a  meeting  in  the  sort  of   --   to  give  the 
appearance  of  complying  with  the  law. 

And  then  you  have  just  a  little  bit  of  a 
turnout.      If  you  had  given  adequate  notice,    this  room 
wouldn't  be  large  enough.     But  I  don't  understand. 

Also  another  speaker  alluded  to  the  fact  that  -- 
and  I  don't  understand  why  you  don't  have  an  EIR, 
Environmental  Impact  Report.     Possibly  the  Federal 
Government  is  exempt  from  that,   but  other  agencies  have  to 
have  an  Environmental   Impact  Report  which  is  a  subject  of 
public  hearings.     Why  hasn't  this  been  done?     It's  another 
case  --  and  I  have  been  involved  in  another  situation 
which  is  quite  parallel  to  it,    and  I  alluded  to  the 
Pioneer  Monument  and  the  design  of  a  new  library  -- 
another  example  of  a  fait  accompli,   without  an 
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environmental  impact  report  preceding  it. 

They  say  in  effect,   we  have  spend  millions  of 
dollars  for  these  plans.     Do  you  propose  to  turn  down 
these  plans  simply  because  we  didn't  do  --   spend  more  of 
the  City's  money,    in  this  case,    the  Federal  Government's 
money  when  you  don't  have  money. 

So  you  confronted  the  City  --  our  citizens  with 
a  fait  accompli,   and  it's  immoral.     You  shouldn't  have 
done  it  that  way.      I  don't  understand  why  you  have.  Well 
I  understand  why  you  did  it,   because  you  didn't   --  because 
you  wanted  to  do  what  you  wanted  to  do  with  no  public 
input,    the  same  way  with  the  public  library,    and  it  is 
immoral . 

But  more  and  more  of  this  kind  of  thing  is 
happening  with  public  agencies  and  shouldn't  be  done. 

And  I  just   --   I  guess  I  should  be  astounded,  but 
again,    I'm  not  astounded  because  apparently  that's  the  way 
business  is  done  these  days  by  Government  agencies;    it  is 
a  very  sinister  trend. 

And  so,   basically  I  will  conclude  by  saying  that 
I  endorse  about  everything  that  was  said  by  the  preceding 
speakers.     You  shouldn't   --  we  should  maintain  the 
existing  Post  Office  it   --   in  what  was  the  Post  Office 
building . 

I  too  admired  the  lovely  mosaics  and  the 
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elliptical  arches  and  the  vaulted  intersections  there.  I 
don't  know  the  architectural  terms,   but  those  spaces 
should  be  restored  for  public  use. 

And  I  don't  understand  why  you've  let  this 
project  get  so  far  into  design  without  getting  public 
input  on  this  kind  of  thing. 

You  proceed  like  you're  living  in  an  ivory 
tower.      I  just  ask  that  you  reconsider  this  now,  because 
speakers  have  been  unanimous . 

There's  not  been  one  speaker  who  has  gotten  up 
here  and  told  you,    asked  you  to  keep  it  as  your  plan  to 
accord  us   --  everybody  has  been  for  --  for  returning  part 
of  the  building  as  part  of  its  former  use  as  a  Post 
Office . 

And  I  hope  that  you'll  take  the  recommendation 
seriously.      I  don't  understand  again  why  you  didn't  do  it 
before,   but  now  you  have  it,   even  from  a  fraction  of  the 
general  public. 

And  I  hope  that  you  will  take  the  ball  and  run 
with  it  in  that  direction. 

Thank  you . 

THE  MODERATOR:     Thank  you,   very  much. 

Do  we  have  any  other  speakers  at  this  time? 

MICHAEL  NULTY:     My  name  is  Michael  Nulty. 

And  as  many  of  the  people  that  are  here,    one  of 
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the  reasons  why  they  are  here  is  because  they  live  in  San 
Francisco.     And  it  seems  like  what  most  people  need  to 
know  when  you  live  in  San  Francisco  is,   are  you  really 
from  San  Francisco,    or  are  you  just  living  here? 

And  it  seems  like  if  I  asked  all  these 
individuals  here  how  long  they  have  lived  in  San 
Francisco,    I  bet  the  odds  are  that  most  of  them,   under  ten 
years . 

Because  in  reality,    only  --  about  a  third  of  the 
population  only  stays  in  San  Francisco  for  less  than  five 
years . 

And  so  people  come  here  for  jobs,   people  come 
here  for  --  to  live,    to  work,    to  play,   whatever  the  reason 
is,    but  a  lot  of  them  end  up  coming  here  to  screw  around 
San  Francisco. 

And  I've  talked  to  many  politicians  that  are  -- 
won't  come  here  and  won't  talk  to  you,   because  they  know 
you  are  all  screwed  up.     The  people  that  run  this 
so-called  Government,    are  basically  ones  that  have 
salaried  positions,   but  they  are  also  hard  to  get  to.  You 
go  to  the  building  at  535  Market  Street,   you  see  guards; 
you  come  to  this  building  you  see  guards. 

You  want  to  go  to  450   --  you  want  to  go  to  -- 
you  want  to  go  to  450  Huron    (phonetic)    Plaza  which  is 
another  building  under  consideration,    and  you  can't  even 
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get  in  unless  you  say  you're  from  a  company  or  got 
business  with  somebody  in  this  particular  federal 
Building , 

Well  it's  the  people's  building,    it  is  not  -- 
the  GSA  is  only  supposeed  to  be  its  housekeeper,    it's  not 
supposeed  to  be  its  dictator. 

Now,   what  I  have  been  hearing  is  basically  we 
have  a  dictatorship  here  of  what  is  called  GSA  and  other 
interested  parties  who  would  like  to  see  the  7th  and 
Mission  building  a  certain  way. 

Well,    first  I'd  like  to  address  which  -- 
something  hasn't  been  brought  up  that  needs  to  be 
addressed  because  I  am  a  fifth-generation  San  Franciscan. 

Now,    as  a  fifth-generation  San  Franciscan  -- 
that  may  not  mean  much  to  many  people,   because,  well 
they're  always  here  today,   gone  tomorrow.     I  plan  to  be 
here  tomorrow;   I  have  been  here  for  some  time  and  I  want 
to  stay  here.     And  I  feel  that  the  services,  the 
resources,    the  community  services  and  everything  else  in 
this  community  needs  to  be  here  for  the  people,    not  just 
for  the  administrators. 

Now,    I  understand  that  there  are  three  buildings 
that  are  slated  for  what  we  call  seismic  upgrading. 

Well,    the  only  reason  why  we're  talking  about 
the  courthouse,    or  the  Appeals  Building,   which  it  is  going 
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to  be  referred  to  from  now  on,    I  suppose,    is  because  it 
has  had  public  outcry. 

But  who  is  talking  about  the  Federal  Office 
Building  at  15  United  Nations  Plaza?     Nobody.     Not  even 
the  GSA,   but  they  are  going  to  be  doing  something  like 
that  . 

Who's  talking  about  the  U.S.    Customs  Office  at 
555  Battery.     That  was  one  of  the  --  again,    that  was  one 
of  the  other  buildings  to  mention,    that  also  has  a  Post 
Office  in  it  too. 

Now,    the  point  here  is,    there  are  three 
buildings;   so  far  the  GSA  only  wants  to  talk  about  one. 
This  is  another  one  of  those  little  cover-ups. 

I'm  here  talking  about  --  as  people  of  San 
Francisco,    we  like  to  know  what's  going  on  with  all  these 
things  that  the  GSA  is  doing. 

Not  just  one  thing  at  a  time.     Dishing  it  out 
one  way  and  then  hearing  about  it  later  in  the  newspaper. 
It   sounds  like  the  only  way  most  of  these  people  that  came 
here   --  by  the  way,    did  you  hear  it  in  the  newspaper?  I 
bet  only  a  third  probably  heard  it  from  the  newspaper. 
The  rest  heard  it  from  somebody  who  said,    "well  'I'm 
informed,"    "somebody  mailed  me  something,"    "somebody  told 
me,"   and  that's  why  they  are  here. 

So  putting  something  in  a  newspaper  isn't  my 
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idea  of  public  notice.     I  mean,    that's  only  a  way  of 
notifying  the  press  and  giving  them  some  money,   but  it's 
not  necessarily  notifying  the  community. 

Now,    since  there's  two  other  buildings  that  need 
to  be  talked  about  at  some  point  and  --   I  would  like  to 
know  when  they're  going  to  be  talked  about  and  how, 
because  again,    as  a  native,    "what's  going  on?" 

Now  we  have  so  many  buildings   --  we  only  have  so 
many  buildings  of  the  caliber  of  being  considered  a 
Government  building,    and  they  all  seem  to  be  basically 
falling  apart,    which  again  comes  down  to  another  issue. 
Why  are  they  falling  apart? 

Well  basically,    they  are  falling  apart  because 
GSA  hadn't  been  doing  their  job  as  what  they  should  have 
been  doing,    which  was  keeping  the  buildings  up  to  code,  up 
to  safety  codes. 

Why  are  we  hearing  about  Government  officials 
having  problems  going  into  buildings  because   --  having  to 
deal  with  asbestos  and  all  this  stuff?     Well  because  -- 
was  the  money  ever  allocated  to  keep  these  buildings 
working  and  in  working  condition?     Or  do  you  have  to  start 
--   or  wait  for  an  earthquake  to  come  along  to  finally  fix 
them  up. 

Now,    as  far  as  the  Court  of  Appeals  goes, 
simple,    in  1970  the  Court  of  Appeals  was  supposeed  to  move 
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here,    to  this  building.     Why  didn't  it?     Why  did  it 
decide,   well,    the  Ninth  --  the  Court  of  Appeals  says,  "we 
got  to  stay  in  our  little  palace,"  and  they  want  to  keep 
their  little  palace. 

Why  didn't  they  just  move  to  right  here,  450 
Golden  Gate,   where  the  rest  of  the  Ninth  Circuit  Court  is? 

That's  a  good  question.     Well,   you  know,    I'm  not 
going  to  take  the  time  to  talk  to  a  judge  about  it, 
because  a  judge  is  only  going  to  give  me  his  little 
version  of  what  he  likes  to  say. 

But  that's  just  one  of  the  points. 

THE  MODERATOR:     Mr.   Nulty,    in  fairness  to  the 
other  speakers,    since  --  you  are  speaking  as  an 
individual . 

MICHAEL  NULTY:      I  am  speaking  on  behalf  of  -- 
yes,    I  guess. 

THE  MODERATOR:     Then  you  have  exceeded  the  five 
minutes,    Mr.   Nulty,    if  you  could  come  to  a  conclusion. 

MICHAEL  NULTY:     Okay.      I'll  come  to  a 
conclusion. 

That  in  San  Francisco,    the  history  of  San 
Francisco,    there's  never  been  a  courthouse,    and  now,  why 
do  we  need  one? 

Now  is  there  such  a  need  of  a  courthouse  now? 

Or  can  we  wait  until  some  other  time  when  maybe 

75 


LAURA  MAES -DUNNE  REPORTING 


1 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 


we  will  be  on  the  moon  and  we  can  have  a  court  there. 

But  anyway,    thank  you  for  your  time.     And  I 
guess  what   I'm  trying  to  say  here  is,    there's  more  than 
just  one  thing,    there's  a  lot  of  things  that  are  wrong 
with  this  situation  and  it  needs  to  be  looked  into. 

THE  MODERATOR:      Thank  you,    Mr.  Nulty. 

Are  there  any  other  speakers  that  would  like  to 
come  forward  at  this  time? 

Yes,    sir.     Come  up. 

JOHN  NULTY:     My  name  is  John  Nulty,    I'm  here 
representing  Shelby  Board  of  Supervisors.     I  came  over 
with  minutes  from  the  previous  meetings  that  the  Post 
Office  had,    Postal  Patrons  had  to  get  resolutions  passed 
by  the  Board  of  Supervisors. 

Well,    the  Board  of  Supervisors  had  a  meeting 
today,    but  they  are  not  here. 

They  Mayor  is  not  here.     Pelosi,   not  here. 
Burton,    not  here.     Feinstein,    not  here. 

And  you  can  go  down  a  whole  list.     Where  are 
your  representative?     They  know  this  is  a  crock,    so  they 
are  not  here . 

Okay.      I  talked  to  them  personally  on  the  phone. 
I  talked  to  previous  supervisors,   previous  Mayors.  They 
didn't  want  to  come  here  because  they  know  corruption  is 
what  this  is  all  about. 
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They  know  they  put  their  life's  blood  into 
public  service  and  they  do  not  want  to  continue  to  see 
this  crap  anymore. 

This  is  why  we  had  an  election,   and  we  put 
Clinton  into  office.     And  it's  going  to  make  the 
Republicans  wish  they  never  had  done  what  they  have  been 
doing  for  the  last  twelve  years. 

Now,    as  far  as  the  building,    the  lady  here,  Joan 
Byrens,    she  has  been  upset  ever  since  she  saw  and  heard 
from  me,    and  has  been  crying  wolf  ever  since,    because  she 
knows  she  is  wrong.     She  knows  the  last  three  years  has 
been  a  cover-up.      She  knows  that  there  were  procedures  to 
follow . 

I  have  to  go  to  Hastings  Law  Library  and  cover 
the  place,    which  was  written  by  the  Ninth  Circuit  Court  of 
Appeals   --   their  historical  society  --   first  issue  on  that 
building,  1988. 

And  in  that  issue  it  states  that  they  want  the 
Post  Office  out  a  year  before  they  get  kicked  out.      It  has 
been  planned  for  years.     That's  why  postal  officials  have 
helped  our  organization.     The  Postal  Rate  Commission  in 
Washington,    D.C.,    etc.,    have  been  working  with  us 
unanimously,   because  they  want  their  gem  in  this  city 
back.     They  want  the  Main  Post  Office. 

These  people,    the  GSA,    they  are  housekeepers, 
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but  they  certainly  don't  know  how  to  keep  house. 

They  do  not  know  how  to  manage.     They  get  our 
taxpayers'   money  to  maintain  these  buildings,   and  instead 
of  doing  that,    they  bow  down  to  the  second  highest  court 
in  the  land  and  want  to  give  them  golden  privileges.  Just 
because  they  have  been  in  that  building  does  not  mean  they 
own  it . 

We  the  people  own  it .     That  is  exactly  what 
Jerry  Brown  said.     We  the  people  own  it.     He  said  in  a  - - 
at  the  Democratic  convention,   quote-unquote  "Take  back  the 
Post  Office . " 

Who  do  you  think  inspired  him  to  say  that? 

Now,    as  far  as  this  issue  at  hand:     The  judges 
have  many  options.     They've  spent  three  years  in  a  new 
location.     Stay  where  you're  at,    for  all  I  care. 

You  spend  so  many  of  millions  of  dollars  to  move 
to  where  you  are  at.     You  don't  answer  responses  from  my 
letters.     So  why  don't  you  stay  where  you're  at,    if  you 
cannot  communicate  to  the  people. 

Stay  where  --  where  you  want  to  go.     Don't  start 
confusing  San  Franciscans,    screwing  up  buildings,  and 
mismanaging  our  properties,   just  for  your  personal  gain 
and  reputations,    and  supposed  grandeur  of  your  office. 

I  mean,   putting  a  gym  in.     You  can  go  to  the  gym 
in  this  building.     You  can  use  the  postal   --  libraries 
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that  are  in  this  building. 

Why  have  duplicate  sets?     It's  a  waste  of 
taxpayers'  money. 

And  in  closing,    the  postal  workers  are  upset 
with  the  reorganization  that  has  been  going  on  with  the 
postal   service  right  now. 

Our  main  district  office  in  San  Bruno  is  closed. 
We  don't  even  have  a  post  office  --  postmaster  right  now. 
Everything  is  in  an  upheaval.     Anybody  that  has  less  than 
30-year  tenure  with  the  Post  Office,    say  goodbye  to  them. 

They  want  to  take  over  --  less  people  inside  the 
postal  service,   because  of  the  budget  discrepancies  that 
they  have  had.     The  had  to  balance  their  budget  just  like 
everybody  else.     And  the  postal  workers  that  are  there  are 
paying  the  price.   They  want  to  put  optical  readers  in,  and 
it's  slated,    as  in  testimony  in  front  of  the  Congress  by 
Mr.   Frank  who  want  to  eliminate  a  hundred  thousand  postal 
workers  within  the  next  five  years. 

So,   we  have  a  building  --  what  has  the  Post 
Office  been  doing?     They  have  these  contract  stations.  We 
have  them  in  Macy's,    Emporium,   all  over  the  City. 

That's  the  new  way  for  the  Post  Office. 

They  don't  want  a  Main  Post  Office,    they  want 
little  subdivisions,   but  a  city  this  size  mandates  it.  We 
had  it  for  years.     Why  don't  we  continue  to  have  it.  And 
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it  does  not  need  to  take  an  earthquake  to  shake  this  city 
around  and  lose  an  important  building,    just  because  the 
land  --   courts  got  an  excuse  to  take  the  Post  Office  away 
from  the  people. 

In  this  city  we  have  had,   you  know  --  just  take 
that  earthquake.       The  World  Series  was  interrupted,  and 
ever  since  than  it  was  downhill  for  the  Giants.     Now  we 
decided  we're  finally  going  to  get  the  Giants,-   well,  along 
with  the  Giants  back  in  order,    let's  also  get  this 
building  back  in  order,    along  with  the  other  buildings  and 
infrastructure  that  was  damaged  in  that  earthquake. 

That's  all  I  have  to  say. 

THE  MODERATOR:     Mr.   Nulty,   before  you  leave,  may 
I  ask  you  to  spell  your  name. 

JOHN  NULTY:  N-U-l-t-y. 

THE  MODERATOR:      Thank  you,    very  much. 

Do  we  have  any  further  speakers? 

Well  then  I  believe  we're  reasonably  at  a  time 
where  somebody  who  wished  to  speak  would  have  been  here  by 
this  time. 

That  concludes  --  yes,  sir. 

UNIDENTIFIED  SPEAKER:     I  have  already  spoken, 
but   I  would  like  to  make  a  comment. 

THE  MODERATOR:     Go  ahead,  sir. 

State  your  name,    and  spell  it  again,  please. 
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LEW  D.    SERBIN:     Lew  Serbin,    once  again. 

I  don't  want  to  --   I've  already  spoken  as  some 
of  you  know,    I  just  wanted  to  make  a  comment  and  an 
observation . 

Everyone  who  has  come  up  to  this  microphone 
after  the  Government  employees  has  looked  like  a  working 
person,    as   I  think  I  look.      I  am  a  blue-collar  worker.  No 
suits  have  been  up  here.     Only  one  or  two  ties. 

We  are  the  common  people.  We  are  the  ordinary 
people.  We  are  telling  you,  our  Government.  "Leave  our 
Post  Office  alone." 

Every  single  person  has  made  basically  the  same 
point:      "Leave  our  Post  Office  alone."     Everyone  without 
exception.     We  are  the  public.     We  are  the  San 
Franciscans.     We  know  what  we  want  for  ourselves,    in  our 
home.     This  is  my  home.     It  has  been  since  the  date  of  my 
birth.      I  expect  it  to  be  on  the  date  of  my  death. 

Leave  my  home  alone. 

Thank  you . 

THE  MODERATOR:  One  minute.  Please  state  your 
name  and  spell  it. 

ALAN  HALL  MANNING:      Alan  Manning. 

The  museum  that  is  being  referred  to,    that  has 
been  referred  to,    I  know  it  as,    and  we  know  it  as  the  Chet 
Orloff    (phonetic)    traveling  historic  artifact  show,  the 
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traveling  road  show. 

It  is  now  touring  different  courts  throughout 
the  United  States  and  they  are  looking  for  a  home. 
Apparently  this  museum  is  going  to  be  housed  in  the  San 
Francisco  --   the  U.S.   Post  Office  and  Court  of  Appeals 
building . 

And  that's  going  to  be  done.   That  space  is  taken 
away  from  the  people,   where  --  at  the  expense  of  the  Post 
Office . 

I  don't  think  any  of  us  approve  of  a  museum  for 
the  judges,    the  Chet  Orloff  traveling  road  show  of 
historical  artifacts,    legal  artifacts. 

We  would  rather  have  our  Main  Post  Office 
returned  to  us. 

Thank  you . 

THE  MODERATOR:      Thank  you,    Mr.  Manning. 

One  minute.     State  your  name  an  spell  it  please. 

HAROLD  TRESKUNOFF:     Harold  Treskunoff. 

It  seems  to  me  that  the  essential  thing  here,  I 
mean,    the  rock-bottom  thing  here,    is  that  Government 
secrecy  has  imposed  an  illegal  act  on  the  People  of  San 
Franci  SCO . 

It's  time  that  the  GSA,    the  federal  courts,  and 
now  the  Postal  Service,   which  has  been  intimidated,  came 
public  and  open  to  the  people. 
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Government  by  secrecy  brings  dictatorship  and 
totalitarianism. 

THE  MODERATOR:      Thank  you  very  much,  Mr. 
Treskunof f . 

Do  we  have  any  further  speakers? 

UNIDENTIFIED  SPEAKER:      I  want  a  general 
statement,    and  I  want  an  answer  on  record. 

I  would  like  to  know  when  seismograph  reports 
for  both  15  United  Nations  Plaza,   and  555  Battery 
Street  --  when  will  there  be  a  meeting  for  this?     Since  it 
is  part  of  the  Programmatic  Agreement  with  this  building. 

THE  MODERATOR:      Mr.   Nulty,    I   think  you're  trying 
to  lead  to  my  concluding  remarks  here. 

JOHN  NULTY:      I  don't  know  about  your  concluding 
remarks.     This  meeting  was  part  of  a  package  deal  and  I 
think  that  the  people  need  to  know  about  it. 

THE  MODERATOR:     No,    I  am  sorry,    it's  not.  There 
is  a  Programmatic  Agreement  which  deals  with  three 
different  buildings. 

JOHN  NULTY:  Right. 

THE  MODERATOR:     This  meeting,    as  we  said  in  the 
introduction,    is  a  public  meeting  --  public  comment  on  the 
process  --  the  106  process  as  it  relates  to  7th  and 
Mission  only. 

If  there  are  to  be  such  meeting  or  hearings  on 
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those  buildings,    they  will  take  place  at  that  time. 

MR.   NULTY:     So  when  are  they  scheduled  for? 

THE  MODERATOR:     He  is  working  hand- in-hand  with 
State  Historical  Preservation  Office  and  the  Council  of 
Preservation  and  -- 

JOHN  NULTY:     So  how  many  months  are  we  talking 

about  ? 

THE  MODERATOR:   They  are  presently  not  scheduled. 
When  they  are  scheduled,    there  will  be  ample  public 
notice.   And  all  parties  who  registered  here  tonight,  who 
wish  to  be,    will  be  on  the  distribution  for  those 
notifications . 

I  should  also  point  out  that  everyone  who  had 
reflected  interest  in  this  meeting  was  presented  with  a 
flyer,    in  addition  to  those  advertisements  in  the 
Chronicle . 

And  that  process  will  be  adhered  to  throughout 
the  National  Historic  Preservation  consultation  process. 

JOHN  NULTY:     So,    I  have  a  simple  question  then. 

The  agreement  will  not  be  signed  until  all  three 
buildings  have  been  --  due  process  is  done? 

THE  MODERATOR:      That  is  not  correct. 

JOHN  NULTY:     Well,    then  did  the  --  did  -- 

THE  MODERATOR:     There  is  a  programmatic 
agreement  for  review.      It's  for  review  of  a  process  for 
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compliance  with  an  act. 

Sir,    I  think  you  need  to  read  the  document  more 
thoroughly. 

JOHN  NULTY:     Well,    how  can  you  -- 

THE  MODERATOR:     Any  other  comments? 

Yes,  sir. 

JOHN  BARBEY:      This  is  in  the  nature  of  a 
question.     Is  this  going  to  be  the  last  hearing  on  this 
building?     Or  are  there  going  to  be  other  subsequent 
hearings  ? 

THE  MODERATOR:      It  has  to  be  determined  though 
the  review  process.     We  will  have  hearings  as  required. 

JOHN  BARBEY:     And  one  tiny  trivial   thing,  which 
I   forgot  to  mention. 

I  also  --   in  the  large  report,    it  mentioned  tile 
work  inside  the  courtyard  that  celebrated  the  tedious  task 
of  the  postal  workers.     That's  the  way  the  final  design 
concept  described  it . 

The  original  design  of  the  Post  Office  --  I'm 
afraid  I  lost  the  page.     Here  it  is  --  was  heavily 
criticized  by  Willis  Polk  at  the  time.     It  was  a  Spanish 
design.      It  was  almost  copied  after  a  building  in  Toledo. 

And  his  criticisms  hit  their  mark.     The  exterior 
and,    I  guess,    the  interior  was  changed  to  Italian.  For 
some  bizarre  reason  the  Spanish  tile  work  was  retained, 
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and  that's  where  it  comes  from.      It  has  nothing  to  do  with 
celebrating  the  tedious  task  of  the  postal  workers. 
That's  all. 

THE  MODERATOR:     Please  State  your  name. 

JOHN  BARBEY:     My  name  is  John  Barbey,    and  I'm 
the  secretary  of  the  San  Francisco  League  of 
Neighborhoods . 

THE  MODERATOR:     Thank  you  very  much,   Mr.  Barbey. 

MICHAEL  NULTY:     My  name  is  Michael  Nulty,    and  I 
just  want  to  read  the  opening  statement  of  the  resolution 
that  was  passed  --  passed  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors, 
September  3rd,    1991,   urging  the  Federal  Government  to 
restore  its  pre - earthquake  condition  to  the  maximum  extent 
possible,    and  to  maintain  for  posterity  the  Main  Post 
Office,    located  at  7th  and  Mission.     And  to  maintain  the 
post  office  box  numbers  and  zip  code  assigned  to  the 
postal  patrons  of  the  Main  Post  Office.     And  urging  the 
Mayor  to  request  the  city's  federal  legislative  advocate 
to  work  with  the  San  Francisco  legislative  delegation  in 
in  Washington  D.C,    with  their  direction  to  take  all  the 
actions  necessary  to  appropriate,   to  carry  out  the  extent 
of  the  resolution,    and  as  speedy  as  possible. 

And  that  was  again  in  1991.     We're  now  in  1992, 
and  it's  still  not  happening. 

Thank  you . 
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THE  MODERATOR:      Thank  you,    Mr.  Nulty. 

Are  there  any  further  new  speakers  that  would 
like  to  come  forward  at  this  time? 

Well  once  again,   the  time  remaining  is  really 
not  sufficient  for  additional  speakers  who  might  have  been 
arriving  late. 

At  this  time  this  brings  to  a  close  GSA  Public 
Information  Meeting  on  this  proposed  project  for  the 
rehabilitation  of  the  Federal  Building  at  7th  and  Mission 
Streets . 

Thank  you,   very  much. 
(At  7:00  p.m.   the  foregoing  meeting  adjourned.) 
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STATE   OF   CALIFORNIA  ) 

) 

COUNTY  OF  CONTRA  COSTA  ) 

I,    LAURA  MAES -DUNNE,    a  Shorthand  Reporter,  do 
hereby  certify: 

That  said  hearing  was  taken  before  me  at  said 
time  and  place,    and  was  taken  down  in  shorthand  by  me,  a 
Shorthand  Reporter,    and  was  thereafter  transcribed  into 
typewriting,    and  that  the  foregoing  transcript  constitutes 
a  full,    true  and  correct  report  of  said  hearings  which 
took  place; 

I  have  hereunder  subscribed  my  hand  on  the  28th 
day  of  November,  1992. 
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Fred  H.  Altshuler 


4.4.  Twenty-first  Avenue 
San  Francisco.  Caxifornia  04121 


November  20,  1992 


General  Services  Administration 

Planning  Staff  (9PL) 

Attention:     Joan  Byrens 

525  Market  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105 


Dear  Sir  or  Madam: 

Although  I  fully  support  the  renovation  of  the  7th  and 
Mission  Street  Building  for  use  by  the  United  States  Court  of 
Appeals  for  the  Ninth  Circuit,  I  believe  that  a  portion  of 
the  lobby  should  be  maintained  for  use  as  a  post  office 
facility  as  well.     Continuation  of  postal  windows  would  be 
consistent  with  the  historic  usage  of  the  building,  which  is 
presumably  a  relevant  consideration  under  the  Historic 
Preservation  Act.     It  would  also  fill  a  need  for  postal 
services  that  would  otherwise  be  unmet  in  that  area  of  the 
City.     Since  there  is  a  postal  window  in  the  Phillip  Burton 
Courthouse  and  Federal  Building,   it  cannot  be  said  that 
maintaining  postal  windows  is  incompatible  with  using  the 
building  as  a  modern  federal  courthouse. 

I  also  believe  that  the  way  in  which  your  hearings  on 
this  matter  were  announced  violates  the  spirit,   if  not  the 
letter,  of  the  Historic  Preservation  Act.     The  public  notices 
I  have  seen  refer  to  the  structure  as  "the  Court  of  Appeals 
building"  and  contain  no  hint  of  the  proposed  elimination  of 
post  office  usage.     Omitting  reference  to  the  historic  use  of 
the  building  as  a  post  office  is  at  best  misleading,  and  at 
worst  reflects  a  prejudgment  of  the  issue  that  is 
inconsistent  with  the  public  hearing  requirement  of  the  Act. 


Re:     Post  Office  and  Court  of  Appeals  Building 
7th  and  Mission  Streets,  San  Francisco 


Fred  H.  Altshuler 


Michael  M.  Levin  Chis)  y-yV^.TS^*/ 

854  -  29th  Avenue 

San  Francisco ,  GA  94121 

November  20 ,  1992 


General  Services  Administration 

Planning  Staff  (9PL)  --ATTN:  Joan  Byrens 
525  Market  Street 
San  Francisco,  Calif.  94105 

Subject:     PLANS  FC^  U.S.   GOU^T  OF  APPiilALS ,  NINTH  CIRCUIT,  ANl  POST 
OFFICE  BUILDING,  7th  AND  i:iSSION  STREETS,  SAN  FtlANCISGO 

Dear  Ms .   Byrens : 

I  was  unable  to  attend  the  Public  Hearing  on  Nov.  16,  due  to 
other  commitments,  so  X  am  x-rriting  to  express  my  views  and  concerns 
about  the  recently  publicized  plans  for  the  rehabilitation  and 
seismic  repair  and  strengthening  of  the  subject  building.     I  work 
as  a  museum  guide  and  researcher  at  the  Old  U.S.  Mint  at  5th  and 
Mission  Streets  (although  the  views  presented  herein  are  strictly 
my  o^m),  and  my  greatest  concerns  are  (1)  Historic  Preservation, 
and  (2)  Public  Accessability ,  but  I  am  also  concerned  with  the  loss 
of  postal  services  at  the  7th  and  Mission  Streets  location. 

From  my  brief  opportunity  to  examine  the  extensive  documents 
relating  to  these  plans  (Design  Concept  -  Dec.  16,  1991;  Historic 
Building  Preservation  Plan  -  July  10,  1992,  et  al) ,  it  appears  that 
the  plans  call  for  i:)reservation  and  restoration  of  the  important 
architectural  and  historic  features  of  the  building,  T^-iich  I  am 
glad  to  see.     But  one  very  significant  and  historic  feature  will 
not  be  preserved- -the  Post  Office,  which  has  been  an  integral  part 
of  the  grand  old  building  since  it  first  ooened  in  1905  and  provided 
vital  services  to  the  public  over  a  period  of  84  years.     If  that 
is  not  history,  what  is?    Yes,  it  would  be  wonderful  to  restore  the 
skylights  that  once  provided  natural  light  to  the  postal  areas,  but 
not  if  it  means  ]»  demolishing  the  original  postal  sorting  room  (mod- 
ified though  it  is)  and  replacing  it  with  a  new  "atrium"  structure 
to  serve  the  expanded  Court  of  Appeals.     The  building  was  designed 
to  house  both  a  grand  Post  Office  and  the  Court,  and  both  could  slill 
function  in  a  strengthened  building.     It  is  difficult  for  the  aver- 
age tax-paying  citizen  to  understand  why  the  Gotrt  needs  so  much 
additional  space  at  the  expense  of  the  much-needed  Post  Office. 

Finally,  I'm  concerned  about  public  accessability  to  an  all- 
Court  building.     The  S.F.  Chronicle  (Nov. 16,  1992)  reported  that 
the  judges  say  that "people  who  Choose  to  visit  the  renovated  court- 
house will  be  more  inclined  to  appreciate  its  grandeur  than  tbose 
who  simply  visit  the  building  to  buy  stamps,"    That  is  pmre  elitism. 
As  a  post  office  ,  the  beautiful  first  -floor  hallway  was  open  to  all, 
and  appreciated  by  so  many.     As  a  courthouse,  relatively  few  will 
come,  with  the  unaesthetic  and  depressing  security  checkpoint  at 
the  entrance.     Please  reconsider  these  plans.  Thank  you, 

Michael  M,  Levin 
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Tills  lett'-^r  ir^  :ui  rrg  'C'la  to  th;  ■^onolii.irri  and  rrTio^Ml  of  the  Postal 
Fr.cilitio.:^,  -^s  p.^rt  c  "  t^ia  S^'-t-^^i-.txc  ro'jr.ir  ?.r  "!  Piespdc  upgrading 
of  the  J>in  Post  Office  Biiilcling. 

ReiTesentin^  The  South  oC  Ll-rrhet  Bc^^;,  en  orcc'-ni^^tioii  founded  in 
l?2li,  772  have  gone  on  record  i:i  opposition  to  removing  the  full  service 
PCit  Office,  fron  this  structure. 

It  is  the  club's  opinion  th?.t  Th?  full  service  nature  of  tlie  Llain 
Po~.t  office  j'^uictioned  r;ell,  serving  a  clientele  fron  f?-r  and  vjide, 
it  was  designed  to  do  s5.nce  ?.t's  construction  in  l^olj..  It  is  also  our 
opinion  that  the  replacment  fncilities  with  thior  lo'^.^er  level  of  service 
do  not  r'^nlace         loss  of  the  LL''in  Pest  office, 

"Te  are  also  goin-;  on  record  as  protestin  g  the  manner  in  rtiich  this 
decision  is  bc-jjig  re^ciioJ,  VHiilG  puV;lic  heari:igs  are  be:u:g  held,  it 
seems  as  if  the  attempts  to  notify  the  public  have  been  anemic  at  best/H 


Df.rius  Aidala 
Secretar;^'- 


Merge  I.'atranga 
President 


S'Outh  of  Liarket 


TO:    All  Concerned 
FROM:    Alan  Hall  Manning 
SUBJECT:     San  Francisco  Main  Post  Office 

I  enclose  herewith  a  copy  of  my  response  to  the  GSA's  request  for 
comments  on  the  proposed  undertaking  involving  our  historic  Main  Post 
Office  located  in  the  U.S.  Post  Office  and  Courthouse  building  at  7th  & 
Mission  Street. 

A  public  information  meeting  on  this  matter  will  be  held  on  Monday, 
November  16,  1992,  at  5:00  P.M.  at  the  Phillip  Burton  Federal  Building, 
Room  1400,  450  Golden  Gate  Avenue,  San  Francisco,  California. 

Vincent  Marsh  of  the  San  Francisco  Landmark  Preservation  Board  has 
notified  the  GSA  that  The  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  would  like  to 
be  both  an  "interested  party"  and  a  "consulting  party"  regarding  any 
proposed  undertaking  involving  the  U.S.  Post  Office  and  Courthouse. 

Any  comments  on  the  proposed  Programmatic  Agreement,  or  the 
undertaking  involving  the  San  Francisco  Main  Post  Office  may  be  addressed 
to:  General  Services  Administration,  Planning  Staff  (9PL),  Attention: 
Joan  Byrens,  525  Market  Street,  San  Francisco,  California  94105. 


5:34:16  AM  11/7/92 


Alan  Hall  Manning 
P.O.  Box  One 

San  Francisco,  CA  94101 
Ms.  Joan  Byrens 

Regional  Historic  Preservation  Officer 
Public  Buildings  Service  (9PL) 

GENERAL  SERVICES  ADMINISTRATION  -  Region  9 

United  States  of  America 

525  Market  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105-2799 

Dear  Ms.  Byrens: 

This  letter  is  in  response  to  your  request  for,  "comments,  if  any,  regarding 
historical  concerns  about  seismic  repair  and  strengthening  undertaking  as 
addressed  in  the  proposed  Programmatic  Agreement". 

One  of  my  chief  concerns  is  that  the  plans,  blueprints,  and  drawings  I  have 
examined  show  a  flurry  of  new  construction  and  demolition  is  planned  for 
the  U.S.  Post  Office  and  Courthouse  located  at  Seventh  and  Mission  Street, 
San  Francisco.  The  level  of  activity  indicated  seems  to  far  exceed  the 
stated  task  of  "seismic  repair  and  strengthening". 

In  the  early  years  of  Section  106  review,  the  steps  of  identification, 
assessment  of  effect,  and  mitigation  were  almost  universally  applied  on  a 
project-by-project  basis,  and  effects  were  considered  for  a  particular 
location  or  site.  Because  of  the  historical  significance  of  the  U.S.  Post  Office 
and  Courthouse,  any  undertaking  involving  this  building  should  be 
reviewed  separately,  not  bunched  together  with  3  other  properties. 

In  two  previous  letters  to  me,  the  GSA  has  stated  that  no  Environmental 
Impact  Statement  (EIS),  Environmental  Impact  Report  (EIR), 
Environmental  Assessment  (EA),  or  no  Finding  of  No  Significant  Impact  will 
be  issued  for  the  demolition,  renovation,  rehabilitation,  and  new 
construction  planned  for  the  U.S.  Post  Office  and  Courthouse  building 
located  at  7th  &  Mission  Street,  San  Francisco,  California. 


Ms.  Joan  Byrens 
Page  -2- 

November  7,  1992 

The  GSA  is  on  record  as  stating  that  this  undertaking  is  "categorically 
exempt"  from  the  aforementioned  review  processes  —  presumably  under 
and  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  40  CFR  §  1508.4. 

Case  law  indicates,  however,  that  "An  agency  cannot  escape  requirements 
of  this  chapter  [42  CFR  §  4332]  by  excessively  constricting  its  statutory 
interpretation  in  order  to  erect  a  conflict  with  polices  under  this  chapter. " 
Natural  Resource  Defense  Council,  Inc.  v.  Berklund,  1979,  609  F.2d  553, 
197  U.S.App.D.C.  298. 

I  submit  that  this  reported,  "83-million  seismic  retrofit  and  expansion"  -- 
now  rumored  to  cost  $92MM  --  and  "first  major  construction  and 
demolition  contract"  2iS  described  in  the  September  23,  1991  issue  of  the 
prestigious  Engineering  News-Record  is  more  than  just  a  "seismic  repair 
and  strengthening  undertaking"  as  referred  to  in  your  proposed 
Programmatic    Agreement  dated  October  6,  1992. 

The  GSA  appears  to  rely  on  §  1507.3(b)(2)(ii)  as  their  justification  for 
exemption.  This  section  refers  to,  "specific  criteria  for  and  identification 
of  those  typical  classes  of  action  which  normally  do  not  require  either  an 
environmental  impact  statement  or  an  environmental  assessment" .  The 
proposed  undertaking,  taken  in  its  entirety,  is  far  from  "normal".  The 
information  gleaned  from  voluminous  plans,  blueprints,  drawings,  and 
massive  bound  reports  indicate  that  portions  of  the  main  floor  of  our 
historic  Main  Post  Office  will  be  gutted,  and  eliminated,  to  provide 
additional  space  for  the  judges  who  now  occupy  the  upper  floors. 

After  several  lengthy  conferences,  and  on  the  advice,  recommendation,  and 
at  the  urging  of  the  Senior  Policy  Analyst  of  the  Office  of  the  General 
Counsel  of  the  Executive  Office  of  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
representing  the  Council  on  Environmental  Quality  (CEQ),  I  am  hereby 
formally  requesting,  in  the  strongest  possible  terms,  that  the  General 
Services  Administration  AT  THE  VERY  MINIMUM  prepare  an 
"Environmental  Assessment",  or  better  yet,  an  "Environmental  Impact 
Statement"  for  the  U.S.  Post  Office  and  Courthouse  undertaking,  in  its 
totality,  on  the  following  grounds,  viz: 
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1 .  The  undertaking  you  have  asked  us  to  comment  on  is  evidenced  by  a 
four  inch  stack  of  blueprints  and  thousands  of  pages  of  highly  technical 
data  contained  in  several  volumes.  This  strongly  suggests  that  the  U.S. 
Post  Office  and  Courthouse  undertaking  exceeds  what  has  heretofore  been 
referred  to  as  simply  a  "seismic  repair  and  strengthening  undertaking". 

In  reality  this  project  is  quite  extensive,  and  includes,  but  is  not  limited  to, 
the  "demolition"  of  a  portion  of  the  main  floor,  elimination  of  our  historic 
San  Francisco  Main  Post  Office,  major  new  construction  to  create  a  massive 
law  library  with  a  grand  staircase  serving  library  stacks  4  stories  tall,  and 
the  removal,  cataloging,  and  storage  of  the  existing  historically  important 
bronze  postal  service  windows. 

2 .  The  human  environment  of  hundreds  of  thousands  of  residents  and 
millions  of  future  visitors  to  The  City  will  be  needlessly  and  adversely 
affected,  forever,  if  we  are  permanently  deprived  of  the  continued  use  and 
enjoyment  of  our  historically  important,  centrally  located,  San  Francisco 
Main  Post  Office.  This  will  create  a  jagged  and  irreparable  tear  in  our 
social  fabric,  obliterating  one  of  our  proudest  cornerstones  of  local  culture 
and  history.    It  will  also  cause  severe  adverse  economic  effects. 

"The  environmental  policy  expressed  in  this  chapter  [42  CFR  §  4332]  is  as 
broad  as  the  mind  can  conceive  and  necessarily  included  concern  for  the 
quality  of  urban  life;  environmental  problems  of  the  city  are  not  as 
readily  identifiable  as  clean  air  and  clean  water. "  Nucleus  of  Chicago 
Homeowners  Ass'n  v.  Lynn,  C.A.I  11.1975,  524  F2d.  225,  certiorari  denied 
96  S.Ct.  1462,  424  U.S.  967,  47  L.Ed.2d  734. 

3 .  The  status  of  San  Francisco  as  an  international  financial  and 
transportation  hub,  the  heart  of  the  nation's  fourth  largest  metropolitan 
area,  makes  this  a  "world  class"  city.  As  such  we  deserve  and  require  a 
"world  class"  downtown  Main  Post  Office.  As  a  direct  and  proximate  result 
of  the  oppressive  and  selfish  behavior  of  the  defendants,  and  each  of  thei^, 
the  USPS  has  been  shamefully  and  improperly  evicted  from  their  home... 
The  City  has  been  emasculated  and  made  impotent  by  the  loss  of  what  has 
been  a  integral  part  of  our  daily  life  for  nearly  100  years. 
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"In  considering  whether  impact  statement  is  required  under  this  section, 
some  consideration  should  be  given  to  cumulative  effects  on  quality  of 
human  environment,  though  attention  should  also  be  focused  on 
possibility  of  some  significant  degradation  of  some  human  environmental 
factor,  even  though  other  environmental  factors  are  affected  beneficially 
or  not  at  all"  Simmons  v.  Grant,  D.C.Tex.l974,  370  F.Supp.  5. 

4.  Section  101  of  NEPA  states  inter  alia  that  it  is  federal  policy  to  use  all 
practical  means  to  "preserve  important  historic,  cultural,  and  natural 
aspects  of  our  national  heritage,  and  maintain,  wherever  possible,  an 
environment  which  supports  diversity  and  variety  of  individual  choice. " 
[42  U.S.C.  §  4331(b)(4)].  Since  the  lives  of  hundreds  of  thousands  of  people 
are  touched  by  the  removal  and  destruction  of  the  San  Francisco  Main  Post 
Office,  an  Environmental  Assessment  is  strongly  indicated. 

5 .  An  Environmental  Assessment  is  also  necessary  to  determine  the  level 
of  significance  of  the  project's  environmental  effects,  both  direct  and 
indirect,  that  this  undertaking  will  produce  on  the  "human  environment" 
as  defined  at  40  CFR  §  1508.14.  An  Environmental  Assessment  enables 
decision  makers  to  make  wise  and  rational  decisions,  and  will  minimize 
erroneous  conclusions  being  reached  by  uninformed  persons. 

"Where  substantial  questions  are  raised  as  to  whether  a  project  will  have 
significant  adverse  impacts,  it  is  not  reasonable  of  an  agency  to  conclude, 
prior  to  study,  that  an  environmental  impact  statement  is  not  required; 
accordingly,  an  environmental  impact  statement  must  be  prepared 
whenever  a  project  may  cause  a  significant  degradation  of  some  human 
environmental  factor."  City  of  Davis  v.  Coleman,  C.A.Cal.l975,  521  F.2d 
661. 

6.  The  GSA  has  repeatedly  insisted  that  this  project  is  "categorically 
exempt"  from  the  aforesaid  statutory  review  processes.  I  disagree.  This 
decision  by  the  GSA  claiming  that  they  are  exempt  is  arbitrary  and 
capricious  and  actionable  under  the  Administrative  Procedure  Act  [5  U.S.C. 
§706,  ELR  Stat.  41005].  This  statute  prohibits  agencies  from  acting 
arbitrarily  or  capriciously  in  their  decision  making. 
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Indeed,  whether  or  not  the  GSA  is  "exempt"  from  filing  an  Environmental 
Impact  Statement,  at  least  in  this  instance,  is  a  factual  question  and  one 
perhaps  best  answered  by  a  trier  of  fact. 

"In  determining  necessity  of  preparing  environmental  impact  statement, 
agency  must  identify  all  areas  of  potential  environmental  concern  flowing 
from  proposed  action  and  must  take  a  hard  look  at  all  potential  impacts  so 
identified,    including    secondary    impacts. "    McDowell    v.  Schlesinger, 
D.C.Mo.1975,  404  F.Supp.  221. 

7 .  Declarant  alleges,  on  information  and  belief,  that  the  scheme  to  convert 
our  historic  Main  Post  Office  into  a  sumptuous  palace  for  the  private 
convenience  of  the  judges  appears  to  have  been  hatched  some  time  ago. 
The  106  process  should  have  began  10  years  ago  when  the  GSA  and  the 
Ninth  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  first  began  the  slow,  methodical,  and 
inexorable  constructive  eviction  of  the  USPS.  Evidence  suggests  that  the 
GSA  and  the  judges  had  their  own  private  agenda  for  the  U.S.  Post  Office 
and  Courthouse  building  many  years  prior  to  the  1989  earthquake. 

"Federal  officials   are   entitled  to    "dream   out   loud"   without  filing  an 
environmental  impact  statement;  however  a  statement  is  required  when  a 
proposal  moves  beyond  the   "dream"  stage  into  some  tangible  form  of 
sufficient  ripeness."  Sierra  Club  v.  Morton,   1975,  514  F.2d   856,  169 
U.S.App.D.C.  20. 

8 .  The  Main  Post  Office  has  always  complimented  the  San  Francisco 
Downtown  Plan  and  the  Master  Plan.  Any  city  worth  its  salt  has  an 
impressive,  centrally  located.  Main  Post  Office. 

9.  Elimination  of  the  San  Francisco  Main  Post  Office  bifurcates  the  City. 
The  City  has  effectively  been  split  into  two  parts,  north  and  south  of 
Market  Street.  The  Main  Post  Office  was  once  a  "melting  pot"  of  people 
from  all  parts  of  the  City  who  regularly  met  and  mingled  together  during 
the  regular  course  of  their  day-to-day  business.  Postal  patrons  and  postal 
facilities  are  now  split  apart,  scattered  north  and  south  of  Market  Street. 
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"Like  the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act,  section  106  mandates  that  a 
process  of  evaluation  and  analysis  be  followed  prior  to  federal  approval  of 
projects  affecting  historic  properties.  Consultation  with  state  historic 
preservation  officials  and  council  staff,  and  consideration  of  alternatives 
and  mitigating  measures  normally  result  in  an  acceptable  accommodation 
of  preservation  values  and  project  requirements. 

"While  the  National  Historic  Preservation  Act  authorizes  the  central 
elements  of  the  federal  preservation  program,  a  number  of  other  legal 
tools  and  incentives  exist  in  federal  law.  The  national  Environmental 
Policy  Act  requires  the  consideration  of  impacts  on  the  cultural 
environmental  as  part  of  the  Environmental  Impact  Statement  process." 

—quoting  John  M.  Fowler,  Esq.,  from  an  article  appearing  in  the  Urban  Lawyer,  the 
national  quarterly  journal  of  the  American  Bar  Association,  Section  of  Urban  State 
and  Local  Government  Law,  as  it  appeared  in  Volume  12. 

Thank  you,  Mr.  Fowler.  In  the  final  analysis,  a  comprehensive  review  of 
the  U.S.  Post  Office  and  Courthouse  project  should  be  initiated  and  proceed 
forward  under  the  watchful  eye  of  NEPA  and  NHPA  guidelines. 

10:39:32  AM  11/5/92:  I  just  concluded  a  conference  call  with  Lee 
Keatinge  of  the  Advisory  Council,  and  others,  wherein  we  discussed  the  so- 
called  "PUBLIC  NOTICE"  published  by  the  GSA  in  our  local  newspaper  to 
notify  the  public  of  the  upcoming  "information  meeting".  The  People  relied 
heavily  on  this  "public  notice"  to  secure  a  wide  variety  of  public  comment 
from  citizens  throughout  the  community.  The  "public  notice"  which  has 
been  published  by  the  GSA  is  TOTALLY  INADEQUATE  in  that  it  is  HIDDEN 
FROM  VIEW.  The  first  publication  of  this  $4,000  advertisement  appeared 
on  Sunday,  November  1,  1992  in  the  San  Francisco  Examiner/Chronicle  and 
bore  an  incorrect  meeting  date  of  November  15,  1992,  instead  of 
November  16,  1992. 

No  one  saw  the  advertisement.  Any  "PUBLIC  NOTICE"  clearly  should  have 
appeared  in  the  main  news  section,  not  hidden  away  in  the  obscure 
"business  announcements"  classified  section,  next  to  "office  furniture",  "tax 
services",  and  "printing  and  copying". 


Ms.  Joan  Byrens 
Page  -6- 

November  7,  1992 


10.  In  closing,  I  would  like  to  call  upon  Mr.  John  M.  Fowler,  General 
Counsel  for  the  Advisory  Council  on  Historic  Preservation,  Washington,  D.C., 
who  is  better  able  to  articulate  our  feelings  and  capture  the  spirit  of 
preservation  law  today  as  it  impacts  our  everyday  lives. 

Mr.  Fowler:  "Americans  in  increasing  numbers  are  realizing  that  their 
communities  have  special,  irreplaceable  values  that  provides  a  sense  of 
place  and  continuity  to  their  lives.  Old  buildings  and  neighborhoods, 
possessing  architectural,  historic,  or  cultural  value,  are  being  given  new 
lives,  maintaining  the  traditional  and  historic  environment  that  has  existed 
in  our  cities  and  towns. 

"Preservation  is  concerned  with  more  than  sites  of  historic  events  or 
buildings  with  outstanding  architectural  quality.  Increasing  recognition  is 
being  given  to  resources  associated  with  ethnic  groups  and  local  traditions. 
Emphasis  is  on  preserving  the  cultural  environment  and  its  many 
constituent  elements. 

"In  the  [National  Historic  Preservation  Act,  1966]  declaration  of  the 
national  preservation  policy,  the  Congress  states  'that  the  historical  and 
cultural  foundations  of  the  Nation  should  be  preserved  as  a  living  part  of 
our  community  life  and  development  in  order  to  give  a  sense  of  orientation 
to  the  American  people',  (emphasis  added).  This  philosophy  underlies 
much  of  contemporary  preservation  activity  and  is  reflected  in 
preservation  legislation. 

"Briefly  stated,  preservation  calls  for  the  retention  of  what  is  good  from 
the  enormous  investment  in  our  existing  built  environment  and  the  use  of 
these  resources  as  viable  and  productive  elements  in  today's  society  .  .  . 
the  thrust  of  the  preservation  movement  goes  to  the  broader  questions  of 
quality  of  life  in  contemporary  America. 

"The  [Advisory  Council  on  Historic  Preservation]  is  designed  to  balance  the 
often  competing  needs  of  historic  preservation  with  other  national  policies, 
such  as  energy,  jobs,  and  economic  development. 


Ms.  Joan  Byrens 
Page  -8- 

November  7,  1992 

12:15:15  PM  11/5/92:  I  notified  Steade  Craigo,  Hans  Kreutzberg,  and 
Clarence  Caesar  of  the  California  State  Office  of  Historic  Preservation  in 
Sacramento,  California,  that  the  GSA  was  notifying  our  citizens  of  the 
upcoming  "public  information  meeting"  by  burying  the  required  "public 
notice"  deep  in  the  classified  section  of  the  newspaper.  The  "notification"  is 
a  sham  and  an  affront  to  The  People.  It  is  totally  inadequate,  useless, 
ineffective,  worthless,  and  a  complete  waste  of  time  and  the  taxpayers 
money. 

Why  did  the  GSA  choose  to  advertise  in  the  classified  section  under 
"business  announcements"?  Why  not  advertise  under  "used  cars",  or 
"homes  for  sale",  or  "real  estate".  .  .  or  "legal  notices"  ? 

Here  is  yet  another  instance  which  screams  out  the  ineptness  of  the  GSA, 
and  illustrates  our  constant  need  to  monitor  and  scrutinize  their  every 
move,  particularly  when  it  comes  to  any  proposed  undertaking  on  the  U.S. 
Post  Office  and  Courthouse  building. 

This  concludes  my  comments  to  the  proposed  Programmatic  Agreement 
dated  October  6,  1992. 

Kindly  comply  with  my  formal  request  to  prepare  an  Environmental 
Assessment  for  the  U.S.  Post  Office  and  Courthouse  project. 

Thank  you. 

Sincerely, 

Alan  Hall  Manning 


cc:    (see  attached  list) 
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Nov.  12,  1992 


Joan  B.  Byrens 

Regional  Historic  Preservation  Officer 

Public  Buildings  Service  (9PL) 

General  Services  Adriinistration,  Region  9 

525  Market  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  9iil05 

Dear  Ms.  Byrens: 

We  enclose  our  response  to  your  letter  and 
draft  prograranatic  agreement. 

Please  add  to  your  mailing  list  the  name  of 
our  chairman,  John  Barbey,  Secretary,  San  PVancisco 
Le.ague  of  Neighborhoods,  P.O.  Box  19211ii,  San  Francisco, 
CA  9III9. 


Very  truly  yours. 


Paul  W.  Loving er 
(secretary) 
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INTRODUCTION 


Post  Office  Patrons  appeals  to  all  concerned  not  to  sanction 
historic-  destruction  in  the  name  of  "historic  preservation." 

Below  we  focus  not  only  on  (1)  the  proposed  programmatic 
agreement  between  the  General  Services  Administration,  the  Advisory 
Council  on  Historjbc  Preservation,  and  the  California  State  Historic 
Preservation  Officer  (SHPO),  but  also  on  {2)  the  project  our  group 
is  specially  concerned  about:  the  work  planned  at  the  U.S.  Post 
Office  and  Courthouse,  Seventh  and  Mission  Streets. 

Among  other  observations,  we  will  point  out  specific  loopholes 
in  the  proposed  agreement;  too  limited  a  role  for  SHPO  and  the 
Council,    much  less  the  public;  and  inadequate  time  periods  for 
review  by  SHPO  and  the  Council. 

As  for  the  project,  we  fear  dangerous  shortcomings  in 
historical  and  geological  research;  we  deplore  the  eradication  of 
our  community's  87-year-old  Main  Post  Office  under  the  guise  of 
"seismic  repair  and  strengthening";  and  we  believe  that  all 
pertinent  laws  and  regulations  have  not  been  scrupulously  followed. 

Our  paper  does  not  pretend  to  be  corplete.    We  are  acting 
within  the  severe  restraints  of  time  and  information  ir^osed  by  GSA. 


WHAT»S  IN  A  NAME  —  AND  WHAT'S  NOT: 
The  proposed  design  of  the  project 


QSA  says  "the  Agreement  does  not  address  specific  design 
issues"  (letter  of  Oct.  6  to  lis). 

But  the  top  of  its  page  2  would  let  GSA  proceed  with 
"the  submitted  plans  and  specifications"  if  the  Council  or  SHPo 
does  not  respond  in  30  days.    So  specific  design  issues  are  of 
utmost  importance. 

That  QSA  is  committed  to  a  particular  design  decision  is 
iinplied  by  the  name  it  gives  to  the  building*    It  calls  it 
"The  United  States  Court  of  Appeals."    That  is  not  its  name. 

The  National  Register  of  Historic  Places  calls  it  "U.S. 
Post  Office  and  Courthouse."    The  Act  of  March  3,  1887,  that 
resulted  in  the  building's  creation  authorized  a  site  for  a 
"post-office,  courthouse,  and  other  offices  in  San  Francisco...." 
Exactly  six  years  later,  an  .act  appropriated  funds  "For  post-office 
and  court-house  at  San  ^rancisco. . .."    The  acts  mentioned 
"post-office"  —  first  —  many  times. 

The  public  long  called  the  building  simply  "the  Post  Office." 
In  recent  times  it  has  been  commonly  called  "the  Main  Post  Office," 
and  municipal  maps  still  say  that. 


I 

The  ndsnanlng  of  the  building  reflects  the  reality  that  the 
project  as  planned  would  obliterate  San  Francisco's  Main  Post 
Office  and  virtually  all  manifestations  of  its  history. 

The  designation  of  the  project  is  as  Insufficient  as  the 
narfie  given  for  the  building.    The  title  of  the  proposed  agreement 
calls  the  project  "SEISMIC  REPAIR  AND  STRENGTHENING." 

As  planned,  the  work  goes  far  beyond  just  seismic  repair  and 
strengthening.    It  destroys  San  Francisco's  Main  Post  Office  and 
all  the  history  it  represents.    It  earmarks  the  post  office  for 
"demolition"  and  replaces  it  with  an  abundance  of  "new  construction." 

V^at  do  a  new  central  staircase,  a  new  court  library,  a 
lunch  room,  a  vending  room,  a  kitchen,  attorney  rooms,  a 
skylighted  atrium,  and  the  like  have  to  do  with  preserving 
histoid'? 

None  of  us  says  don't  repair  earthquake  damage  or  don't 
retrofit  a    structure  to  withstand  future  earthquakes. 
What  we  do  say  is  don't  needlessly  damage  a  historical  building. 
Don't  sneak  in  the  elimination  of  the  community's  historic 
post  office  on  the  coattails  of  "SEISMIC  REPAIR  AND  STRENGTHENING." 

This  wholesale  change  in  the  character  of  the  building  is 
being  planned  without  proper  public  notice  or  .involvement. 


•DEVELOPINC}  ALIHINATITES' 
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Finding  alternatives  to  the  harming  of  historic  properties 
is  essential  to  carrying  out  the  National  Historic  Preservation  Act. 
The  regulations  in  36  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  800,  call  on 
the  Agency  and  SHPQ,  with  the  aid  of  the  public,  to  "develop 
alternatives."    The  Council  may  participate. 

From  Section  106,  Step  by  Step,  page  36:  "CDnsultation  typically  gives 
first  consideration  to  alternative  ways  of  accorrplishing  the 
agency's    goal  without  unacceptably  damaging  historic  properties. 
Alternative  sites,  alternative  undertakings,  and  alternative  designs 
are  typically  addressed  in  an  agency's  planning  process  as  well  as 
during  consultation." 

There  is  -n©  alternative  site  for  the  repair  and  strengthening 
the  GSA's  avowed  goal.    There  are  alternative  sites  for  the  Court's 
[purposes,  some  of  which  are  being  used  right  now.    And  £\irther  space 
;in  the  vicinity  is  available. 

Nobody,  to  our  knowledge,  has  made  any  effort  to  develop  alternatives 
•to  wrecking  the  Main  Post  Office  and  letting  Court  of  Appeals  judges 
iseize  it  for  their  own  use. 

By  1989  the  Postal  Service  occupied  a  fraction  of  one  floor  of 
Ithc  building  (with  its  four  floors,  basement,  and  mezzanines). 
ICan't  the  people  be  allowed  to  keep  and  continue  to  use  and  enjoy 
(that  remnant  of  the  historic  Main  Post  Office? 

Congress  created  the  building  primarily  for  the  people *s  use  as  a 
""post-office,"  not  as  the  exclusive  domain  of  a  handful  of  judges. 
The  people  paid  for  it.    They  will  continue  to  pay  for  it.    Since  the 
ffirst  official  word  of  the  closing  of  the  post  office  —  in  April,  1991  — 
San  Francisco  hais  repeatedly  asked  to  keep  its  Main  Post  Office. 
•Why  doesn't  the  federal  government  listen? 


THE  MAIN  POST  OFFICE:  An  integral  part 
of  the  building's  history  and  tradition 

Not  only  was  the  post  office  the  building's  primary  purpose  for 
existence :  it  played  a  key  role  in  the  most  f  jutious  natural  disaster 
in  American  histcryi  the  San  Rrancisco  earthquake  and  fire  of  1906. 

Without  the  post  office's  workers,  the  building  would  not  have 
survived.    As  stated  on  the  inventory-nomination  form  for  the 
National  Register  of  Historic  Places  (1970):  "The  building  was  saved 
by  the  determined  and  heroic  efforts  of  the  erployees  on  duty...." 

Moreover,  the  post  office  served  as  the  communication  and 
banking  center  for  the  injured  city  following  the  earthquake  and  fire. 

We  append  a  I906  account  furnished  by  Postmaster  James  W.  Larsen 
with  a  letter  from  him  remarking,  "It  was  a  proud  time." 

Ten  postal  workers  defied  soldiers'  orders  to  leave,  dipped  mail 
sacks  in  the  only  water  available,  the  cistern  of  the  hydraulic  freight 
elevator,  and  all  day   beat  out  the  flames.    Thanks  to  them,  the 
building  —  "the  Post  Office"  —  was  one  of  only  two  buildings  to 
survive  the  massive  firestorm  that  consumed  two- thirds  of  San  Francisco. 
It  is  said  that  not  a  piece  of  mail  was  lost. 

San  Francisco  is  being  asked,  in  effect,  to  expunge  from  its 
municipal  memory  the  finest  hour  in  the  history  of  the  U.S.  mail 
and  the  history  of  the  City. 
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Recognizing  the  lirgjortance  of  the  Main  Pcet  Office  to  the 
people  of  San  Francisco  and  the  innuiierable  visitors  from  the 
region,  nation,  and  world,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  adopted 
two  resolutions  urging  the  federal  government  to  restore  the 
Main  Post  Office  to  its  pre-earthquake  condition  and  maintain  it 
for  posterity  (signed  by  the  Mayer  Sept.  13  and  26,  1991). 

The  City  and  County  Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory  Board  went  on 
record  for  the  preservation  and  restoration  of  the  Main  Post  Office 
(June  19,  1991).    Recently  the  advisory  board,  supporting  its 
earlier  action,  declared  its  intention  to  be  an  interested  and 
consulting  perty  in  this  matter  (Nov.  U,  1992).    All  the  actions 
by  both  boards  were  unanimous. 

Until  the  1989  earthquake,  the  Main  Post  Office,  on  the  first 
floor,  was  open  18  hours  a  day,  365  days  a  year,  offering  70  services 
\inder  one  roof.    V/hile  transacting  daily  postal  business,  the  public 
could  enjoy  the  art  and  architecture  from  the  Victorian  era  and  feel 
a  part  of  a  long  San  Francisco  tradition. 

As  planned,  all  that  will  be  no  more.    The  public  is  to  be 
severely  restricted  in  its  access,  if  indeed  there  will  be  any  occasion 
to  visit  a  federal  court  of  appeals  at  all. 

In  determining  the  effect  on  a  property,  "Alteration  to 
features  of  a  property's. . .use  may  be  relevant .. .and  should  be 
considered"  (800. 9,  a). 

Purthermore,  "The  Regulations  encourage  agencies  to  consider 
intangible  social  and  cultural  values  related  to  historic  properties" 
~  106  Step-by-Step.  page  Ih.    Has  GSA  given  any  thought  to 
San  Francisco's  social  and  cultural  values? 
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DEFICIENCIES?  IN  THE  PROPOSED  AGREEMENT 

We  think  the  project  involving  the  U.S.  Post  Office  and 
Courthouse  should  be  separated  from  the  other  two  and  considered 
by  Itself. 

No  reason  is  riven,  in  the  papers  we  received  from  GSA,  why- 
it  should  be  luinped  together  with  the  others.    It  is  unique  and 
its  effect  on  historic  property  is  unique.    None  of  the  reasons 
for  procrammatic  agreements  listed  in  600.13  apply* 

The  first  paragraph  says  GSA  has  determined  that  the 
earthquake  damage  repair  and  seismic  strengthening  "may  have  an 
effect"  on  properties  in  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places. 

No  such  category  as  "may  have  an  effect"  is  recognized  by 
Section  106.    "l/hen  applying  the  criteria  of  effect  and  adverse 
effect,  there  are  three  possible  findings,"  says  Section  106, 
Step-by-Step,"  page  26.    These  are  "No  effect... No  adverse  effect... 
and  Adverse  effect."    V/hich  is  it?    If  there  is  an  adverse  effect, 
it  must  be  stated. 

There  will  be  an  adverse  effect  if  the  project  goes  through  as 

planned.    "Physical  destruction,  damage,  or  alteration  of... part  of 

the  property"  constitutes  an  adverse  effect,  according  to  800. 9. 

Introduction  of  elements  "out  of  character  with  the  property"  also 

makes  for  an  adverse  effect  (ibid.).    We  mentioned  alteration  Df  use  above. 

The  draft  is  grossly  one-sided  and  ogives  the  Council  and 
SHPO  too  little  tine  to  respond.    For  instance,  the  top  of  Page  2 
says:  "Failure  of  the  'Council  pr  the  SHPO  to  respond  within  30 
days  of  receipt  of  the  documentation  noted  above  shall  not 
preclude  the  GSA  from  proceeding  with  the  submitted  plans  and 
spec±fications ."      We  would  at  least  triple  the  time. 

"30  days"  passages  appear  in  Stipulations  2,  S,  11,  and  12  (twice). 
In  6,  the  Council  and  SH?G  are  allowed  only  10  days  to  respond  —  or  elseJ 


The  secotxJ  and  last  paragraphs  of  the  proposed  agreement  purport 

V 

to  establish  the  paper  itself  as  the  discharging  of  OSA»s  duty  for 
historic  preservation.    Writing  a  self-serving  paper  proves  nothing 
about  the  actual  preserving  or  destroying  of  a  historical  property. 

The  second  paragraph  starts:  "KOU,  THEREFORE,  the  GSA,  the 
Council  and  the  SHPO  agree  that  the  repair  and  seismic  strengthening 
of  the  historic  properties  listed  above  shall  be  administered  in 
accordance  with  the  follcving  stipulations...."    The  sentence  should 
end  with  "stipulations:"    And  strike  out  the  last  paragraph: 
"Execution  and  implementation  of  tl-.is  Programmatic  ATeement  evidences 
that  the  GSA  has  satisfied  its  Section  106  responsibility  for  all 
individual  undertakings  of  this  earthquake  damage  repair  and  seismic 
strengthening  program." 

If  there  is  no  consultation  when  necessary  between  GSA,  the 
Council,  the  SHPO,  and  other  parties  while  the  work  goes  on,  what 
control  is  there  to  avoid  historic  damage  in  the  future? 

Under  stipulation  h,  "the  GSA  shall  ensure  that  a  California 
state-licensed  structural  engineer  (S.E.)  and  an  historic  architect... 
will  be  included  in  the  design  team..."    "What  instructions  will  they 
be  given?   Mhat  is  the  composition  and  task  of  that  "design  team"? 
Is  there  also  a  "construction"  team?    The  agreement  should  spell 
out  membership  on  such  teams  and  the  specific  role  of  members. 

Have  citizens'  groups  such  as  ours  and  the  Landmarks  Board  thereon 
represented  —  or,  alternatively,  create  a  separate  citizen's 
review  team.    Any  such  team  should  have  to  approve  all  change  orders. 
Citizens,  as  well  as  the  Council  and  SHPO,  should  have  a  say  in  selection  of 
those  professionals.    Such  professionals  should  know  San  Francisco  well. 


.      .  -  10 
stipulation  6  is  absurdly  one-sided:    After  SHPO  and  the  Council 

Review  the  plans  and  specifications,  QSA  can  change  them.    The  changes 

can  result  in  "adverse  effects"  to  historic  property.    If  they  don't 

respond  in  10  days,  OSA  can  go  ahead  and  adversely  affect  the 

historic  property.    Never  mind  that  GSA  has  been  making  plans  for 

the  building  and  carrying  out  changes  for  11  years.    It  would  allow 

SHPO  and  the  Council  10  measly  days  to  reply. 

But  that's  not  the  half  of  it.    In  the  interest  of  economy, 

it  removes  all  the  minimal  controls  in  ttipulations  7  and  12. 

GSA  gives  itsclf  free  reign  to  destroy  historic  property  at  will 

after  the  10  days. 

Stipulation  7  would  provide  for  immediate  consultation  to  find 

alternatives  if  the    Secretary  of  the  Interior's  Stmidards  cannot  be  met; 

in  case  of  disagreement,  12  would  need  to  be  followed.    Stipulation  12 

would  allow  either  SHPO  or  the  Council  to  object  to  any  actions 

pursuant  to  the  agreement;  it  would  provLds  consultation  to  resolve 

the  objections.    Then  it  would  give  GSA  the  right  to  make  the  final  decision. 

Even  such  weak  provisions  as  stipulations  7  and  12,  so  biased  in 

favor  of  GSA,  would  be  scrapped  under  stipulation  6,  second  paragraph. 

I  This  paragraph  is  most  objectionable  and  should  be  deleted  forthwith. 

If  GSA  wante  d  to  save  money,  why  all  the  "demolition"  and 

"new  construction''  planned?    If  it  wanted  to  save  money,  why  was  the 

community  entirely  excluded  from  the  planning  process  when  such 

consultation  might  have  produced  economical  alternatives? 

If  eBonony  is  the  aim  of  the  GSA,  it  should  explain  such  features  as 

an  exercise  room  for  judges  —  at  a  time  of  a  $ii  trillion  federal  deficit. 

Stipulation  9>  concerning  public  objection  to  "measures"  in  the  agreement, 
gives  GSA  too  much  discretion.    It  should  be  like         And  define  "measures." 

Stipulation  lli  refers  to  "each  undertaking  to  which  this  PA  applies." 
List  each  undertaking. 


HAVE  LAWS  CR  REGULATIONS  BEEN  DISREGARDED? 


NEPA 

"Council  regulations  encourage  maximum  coordination  vith 
the  environmental  review  process  required  by  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  (NEPA).    It  is  typical  for  agencies 
to  design  the  draft  environmental  assessment  so  that  it  can 
also  serve  as  part  of  the  required  documentation  during  the 
Section  106  consultation."  —  Section  106,  Step-by-Step,  page  13. 

Where  iis  OSA'b  environmental  iir^jact  statement  or  assessment? 
Why  does  GSA  ignore  NEPA?  -We  have  no  cause  for  optimism  about 
GSA's  concern  for  the  human  environrient. 

Late  consultation 

Section  800.1  calls  for  giving  the  Council  a  reasonable 
opportunity  to  comnent  on  an  undertaking  "prior  to  approval  of 
such  undertaking."    And  the  consultation  should  start  "during  the 
early  stages  of  planning." 

This  appears  to  be  a  very  late  stage  of  planning.  GSA 
contracts  for  the  drawing  up  of  designs,  plans,  and  specifications 
It  goes  to  Congress  for  an  appropriation.    It  receives  bids  from 
contractors.    Then,  as  though  as  an  afterthought,  it  goes  through 
the  motions  of  following  the  rational  Historic  Preservation  Act. 

The  project  must  not  be  rammed  through. without  every  effort 
made  to  protect  historic  property. 
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The  Public 

The  regulations  mention  the  public  repeatedly:  "The  Council 
values  the  views  of  the  public  on  historic  preservation  questions 
and  encourages  maxinun  public  participation  in  the  Section  106 
process."    I*ublic  notice  "should  adequately  inform  the  public 
of  preservation  issues  in  order  to  elicit  public  views  on  such 
issues  that  can  then  be  considered  and  resolved,  when  possible  in 
decisionmakinf;.    Members  of  the  public  with  interests  in  an 
undertaking  and  its  effects  on  historic  properties  should  be  given 
reasonable  opportunity  to  have  an  active  role  in  the  Section  106 
process"  (800.1,  c,  2,  iv). 

Other  sections  provide  for  public  expression  of  views 
(800.5,  e,  3.)  and  appropriate  public  notice  and  involvement 
(800.13,  c). 

The  proposed  agreement  provides  for  a  negligible  role  for 
the  public.    It  needs  to  expand  that  role. 

OSA's  notice  to  the  public  is  not  designed  to  "adequately  inform 
the  public  of  preservation  issues..."  (BOO, 1,  c,  2,  It).    A  notice  buried  in  the 
want  ad  section  of  the  Sunday  newsapaper  barely  more  than  a  week 
before  an  information  meeting  is  anything  but  adequate. 
The  notice  did  not  even  mention  "post  office."    The  public 
has  alvjays  known  the  building  mainly  for  its  post  office,  not 
for  the  Court  of  Appeals. 

GSA  has  known  of  our  interest  in  this  matter  and  our  concern  for 
the  effect  on  historic  property  for  nearly  a  year  and  a  half. 
Far  from  seeking  out  our  views,  it  has  ducked  us. 
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Since  May,  1991,  we  repeatedly  requested  information  as  to 
GSA's  plans.    We  were  Ignored,  stalled,  stonewalled,  and  misled  — 
until  a  lawyer  pointed  out  to  RSA  on  October  26  our  right  to  know. 
After  failing  for  months  to  obtain  drawings  or  reports,  we  were  first 
allowed  to  see  any  on  October  27.  :  We"  could  buy  some  blueprints  the  next 
day,  reports  later  yet.    One  report  alone  cost  about  $96,  including  tax, 
a  lot  for  public  information. 

The  Sunshine  Act  says  the  public  is  entitled  to  the  fullest 
practicable  information  regarding  the  decision-making  processes  of 
the  Federal  Govemnent.    Until  late  October,  most  of  what  substantial 
information  we  got  was  obtainied  through  the  Freedom  of  Information  Act. 

Quiet  undertaking 

The  documents  so  obtained  revealed  eight  years  of  secrecy 
during  which  the  Court  of  ^peals  for  the  Ninth  Circuit  got  the  GSA 
to  push  the  Postal  Service  out  of  the  Main  Post  Office,  in  a  questionable 
exercise  of  power.    Bit  by  bit  »  the  Postal  Service  was  coerced  to 
give  up  space  until  finally  it  was  ousted  entirely  in  a  " construe tifo 
eviction"  (postmaster's  words).    The  earthquake  merely  hastened  the 
outcome.. 

A  significant  federal  undertaking  was  going  on  at  the  Main 
Post  Office  during  the  years  I98I  to  I989.    Never  were  the  processes 
of  the  National  Historic  Preservation  Act  observed  in  all  that  time. 

The  only  concern  for  historic  preservation  shown  in  the  documents 
was  by  local  postal  officials.    Trying  desperately  to  preserve  the 
Main  Post  Office,  they  protested  to  G.'^A  with  comments  like  these: 


1h 

"The  removal  of  this  service  from  this  historically  significant 
building  could  be  cause  for  insurmountable  environmental  and  political 
repercussions."    (William  C.  McEnery,  regional  directar.  Real  Estate 
and  Buildings  Department,  I98I4.) 

"Our  second  issue  relates  to  maintaining  the  presence  of  the 
historic  finance  station  that  has  occupied  the  sane  space  in  this 
'Old  Main  Post  Office'  since  it  was  built.    V.e  feel  this  is  an  important 
public  service  that  enhances  a  National  Registered  Landmark  and  takes  on 
added  significance  in  an  area  of  San  Francisco  subject  to  increased  new 
construction."    (R.  W.  Chapman,  re^fional  general  manager.  Real  Estate 

Division,  Feb.  17,  198S.) 

"Of  equal  Concern  is  assurance  that  the  Finance  StationA^indow 
Operation  be  considered  a  permanent  part  of  this  building  and  not  sub;59ct 
to  preemption.    There  are  historic  reasons  and  an  operating  necessity 
for  this  information,  on  which  we  request  a  reply."    (Idem,  June  30,  I988.) 

"Performance  of  retail  services  at  this  facility  holds  a 
historical  significance  in  the  community  and  disruption  or  discontinance 
of  service  could  result  in  an  urgent  situation."    (Idem,  March  9*  1989.) 
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INADEQUATE  RESEARCH  INTO  HISTORY  AND  GEOLOGY 

We  believe  that  the  actual  historj'  of  a  historic  building 
has  been  overlooked  and  that  geological  study  of  the  ground  undemeath 
has  not  been  adequate. 

Preparing  for  another  1906-type  earthquake  disaster  is  supposed 
to  be  GSA's  goal  in  the  "seismic  strengthening."    In  view  of  the 
attendant  peril  of  fire,  we  wonder  why  GSA  is  dispensing  with  a 
fire-fighting  pump  and  reservoir  in  the  basement  of  the  structure. 
How  can  GSA  guarantee  an  emergency  supply  of  water? 

Is  the  building  being  put  in  Jeopardy  —  and  yet  another  tie 
with  its  history  removed  —  to  make  room  for  that  exercise  room  for 
judges? 

The  rationale  for  eliminating  the  reservoir  and  pump  seems  to  be 
that  "GSA  considers  San  Francisco  to  have  an  adequate  and  reliable 
[^emergency  ^  water  supply"  (letter  from  Sara  I.  Nomellini,  project  manager, 
to  Fred  Powell  of  Skidmore,  Owings  and  Merrill,  Oct.  30,  1991). 

In  light  of  the  foremost  episode  in  the  history  of  the  building, 
in  1906,  how  does  the  GSA  or  Ms.  Nomellini  arrive  at  that  conclusion? 
The  San  Francisco  Fire  Department  has  plainly  stated  that  it  cannot 
possibly  guarantee  a  water  supply  in  the  event  of  a  severe  earthquake. 

The  GSA  will  be  retrofitting  the  building  in  preparation  for  a 
high-magnitude  earthquake.    Isn't  the  actual  experience  of  San  Francisco's 
biggest  earthquake  of  crucial  importance?    Among  specific  questions  that 
need  to  be  answered:    Did  that  reservoir-purp  exist  at  the  tine  of  the 
earthquake?    If  so,  why  was  there  no  water  to  fight  the  fire,  only. the 
iwater  in  the  freight  elevator  tank  into  which  the  mail  bags  were  dipped? 
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From  the  geotechnical  report,  it  appears  that  the  structiire 
rests  on  a  thick  bed  of  sand:  eleven  feet  of  fine  sandj  then  a  thin 
layer  o.''  peaty,  sandy  clay;  then  more  sand  as  far  as  probes  went 
(only  30  and  $0  feet,  apparently  not  down  to  bedrock).    The  probes  were 
done  in  August,  1991,  in  the  driest  month  of  the  year  after  five  years  of 
drought.    No  mention  is  made  of  an  underground  aquifer  in  the  vicinity; 
but  it  is  well  known,  at  least  to  San  Francisco  residents,  that  the 
Hayes  Creek  stream  bed  runs  through  this  locality  and  the  civic  center. 
If  rainfall  returns  and  the  ground  is  well  'saturated  with  water,  how 
will  the  sandy  substratum  perform  in  an  earthquake?    Doesn't  it  matter 
if  there  is  a  major  underground  aquifer  nearby? 

The  1906  account  (attached,  page  7)  tells  of  digging  a  well  and 
finding  water  only  10  feet  down,  directly  under  the  post  office. 
Is  there  a  thorough  current  survey  of  the  geological  sustrata  of  San 
Francisco,  particularly  of  this  area?    We  believe  that  the  last  full 
survey  was  done  as  long  ago  as  the  beginning  of  this  century  and  that 
a  new  survey  was  begun  only  about  a  year  ago,  started  in  the  corner  of 
the  City  near  Lake  Merced;  it  will  require  some  years  to  complete,  if 
indeed  it  is  still  funded. 

We  will,  -no  doubt,  have  more  questions  after  we  have  finished 
reviewing  the  reports  and  blueprints  with  various  local  architects, 
engineers,  and  other  specialists.    GSA's  research  has  been  thorough 
in  some  ways,  sketchy  or  nonexistent  in  other  ways.    The  omissions 
could  be  dangerous. 
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OUR  PROPOSALS 

We  recap  some  proposals  made  above  and  add  some  others: 

1.  Call  the  building  by  its  nane  in  the  National  Register 
of  Historic  Places:  ''U.S.  Post  Office  and  Courthouse." 

2.  Give  the  project  a  name  reflecting  its  true  nature, 
something  like  "Earthquake  Repair,  Seismic  Strengthening, 

and  Reconstruction  of  the  Post  Office  for  the  Court  of  Appeals." 

3.  Or  better  yet:  fin*^  alternatives  to  the  reconstruction  of 
the  Main  Post  Office.' 

I4.    Consider  the  social  and  cultural  values  involved  and  the 
relevance  of  the  planned  alteration. 

5.  Separate  the  project  at  Seventh  and  Mission  Streets  from 
any  programmatic  agreement,  considering  it  separately. 

6.  Decide  whether  the  project  will  result  in  "No  effect... 
No  adverse  effect"  or  "Adverse  effect." 

7.  Eliminate  lO-day  and  30-day  deadlines.    Ninety  days  would 
be  speedy  enough  —  in  the  context  of  11  years. 

8.  Amend  the  second  paragraph  of  the  proposed  agreement  as  we 
mentioned  (page  9)  and  strike  out  the  last  paragraph, 
recognizing  that  signing  a  paper  does  not  save  a  building. 

9.  Spell  out  provisions  for  teams  and  professionals  in  Stipulation  Ij. 
And  create  a  citizens'  review  team  or  have  community  groups 
otherwise  represented  (page  9) • 

10.    Set  up  controls  to  insure  that  unnecessary  removal,  alteration, 
etc.,  will  not  occur,  instead  of  relying  on  such  vague 
provision  as  an  agency's  "reasonable  attempt.    Make  design 
changes  subject  to  team  approval. 


11.  Provide  for  consultation  as  long  as  the  project  continues, 
to  help  avoid  future  historical  damage. 

12.  Revise  Stipulation  6.    Omit  "10  days"  and  give  consultants 
adequate  time,  say  90  days.    Strike  out  the  arbitrary 
second  paragraph  entirely. 

13.  Revise  9  and  1h  as  specified  (pace  10). 

lli.    In  reconsidering  the  frairework  for  consultation  on  the  U.S. 
Post  Office  and  Courthouse,  hold  a  series  of  public  meetings 
at  which  concerned  members  of  the  public,  representatives  of 
groups  such  as  ours,  and  representatives  of  bodies  such  as 
the  City  and  County  Landmarks  Board  will  be  invited  to 
participate  as  consulting  parties. 

1^.    Give  real  notice  to  the  public  through  ample  and  prominent 
displays  months  in  advance,  mentioning  the  Main  Post  Office, 
not  Just  the  court. 

16.  Provide  full  information.    Start  by  giving  us  the  precise 
damage  done  to  the  entire  building  at  Seventh  and  Mission 
in  the  1989  earthquake;  and  the  precise  damage  done  to  the 
postal  portion  of  the  building  alone;  and  separate  estimates 

of  cost  of  repair,  seismic  strengthening,  and  new  construction, 
both  for  the  whole  building  and  for  the  postal  portion  alone. 

17.  Review  more  local  history  and  geology.    In  case  of  a  severe 
earthquake,  the  shortcomings  could  be  deadly. 

18.  Assemble  the  local  Postal  Service,  the  Court  of  Appeals  for 

the  Ninth  Circuit,  the  historical  agencies  if  they  so  desire,  and 

concerned  members  of  the  community,  both  official  and 

unofficial,  including  Post  Office  Patrons.    Discuss  the 

future  of  peaceful  coexistence  between  coequal  agencies 

within  the  U.S.  Post  Office  and  Courthouse  in  the  interests 
of  historical  preservation  and  social  values. 
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■    OPERATION  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO  POST  OFFICE 
■    .   DURING  FIRE  AND  EARTHQUAKE  OF  APR.  18,  1906  • 

After  the  earthquake  of  April  18,  1906,  and  when  the  fire  followed  had  been 
brought  under  control,  the  S'ah  Francisco  Post  Office'still  stood  in  the  midst 
of  a  ruined  waste,  scarred  and  shattered,  but  at  v/ork.  Mission  Street  had 
dropped  3-1/2  feet;  Seventh  Street  had  dropped  a  foot  and  a  half;  all  around 
buildings  had  been  razed  by  fire  or  stood  in  blackened  ruins,  leaving  the  big, 
granite  structure  like  a  rock  in  the  sea,  and  the  Mint  its  only  companion. 
Steam  poured  from  its  roof  pipes.  Crowds  gathered  about  its  doors.  Clerks 
and  carriers,  and  mails  came  and  went.  Its  flags  fluttered  in  the  clouds  of 
dust  that  sv/ept  it  and  at  night  lights  gleamed  from  its  windows  and  its  lajnps 
on  sidev/alk  and  doorway.  It  was  the  only  sign  of  life  in  a  field  of  darkness. 

On  the  18th  and  19th  of  AprU  it  closed  down.  .  On  the  20th  it  started  again' 
with  many  hitches  and  halts  and  much  confusion  and  congestion,  but  since  tnen  tn 
mails  have  been  kept  steadily  moving  in  the  midst  of  postal  conditions  that 
have  not  a  parallel  in  history. 

The  ground  had  hardly  ceased  to  tremble  before  the  officials  and  superin- 
tendents of  the  office  began  to  arrive  at  the  building  to  direct  the  work  already 
begun  by  the  shifts  on  duty  at  the  time  of  the  shock.   Each  took  charge  of  his 
own  division,  and  the  men  as  they  came  were  put  to  v;ork  or  sent  home  to  their 
families  according  to  where  they  seemed  to  be  needed  most,  for  the  greater 
number  of  the  800  employees  of  the  post  office  reported  for  duty  on  that  trying 
morning;  nor  did  they  leave  to  care  for  their  homes  or  people  until  told  that  they 
;  might  go.  It  was  the  postmaster's  order  that,  while  there  was  work  for' every  - 


"  man  In  the" service,  no  man  should  be  forced  to  remain  away  from  those  depehder 

upon  him.      •  •  .  ■        '  •     •  .        •  .    '  ■ ;  *•• 

When  the  shock  came  there  was  actually  in  the  building  46  men  -  a  shift  of  17 
in  the  mailing  division,-  21  in  the  city  division,  4  in  the  registry  division,  3  in 
the  engine  room  and  one  watchman. 

It  is  the  story  of  those  in  the  building  at  the  time  that  it  came  v/ith  a  muffled 
roar  and  from  the  direction  of  7th  and  Mission  Streets.  It  was  at  first  thought 
that  the  boilers  under  the  building  were  blowing  up,  and  as  the  floor  began  to  heav 
and  rock  and  the  furniture  to  topple  and  fall,  the  men  left  their  cases  and  made 
for  the  door.  At  the  call  of  the  forenian  they  stopped,  when  the  shocks  increased 
and  again  they  started.-  Again  they  stopped,  and  the  shock  increased  once  more, 
and  unable  to  stand  the  strain  longer,  all  but  a  very  few  ran  from  the  building. 
It  came  in  three  shocks,  described  at  first  up  and  down,  second  from  side  to 
side,  and  third  a  circular  tv/ist  that  finished  what  damage  had  been  begun  by  the 
first  two.  It  was  this  last  that  did  most  of  the  harm. 

When  it  was  over  in  the  large  work-room  of  the  post  office  the  distributing 
(Cases  had  been  shaken  from  their  places.  Some  had  been  thrown  forward  and 
isome  backward.  A  row  of  lockers  built  in  sets  of  fours  had  been  danced  about  ' 
.until  the  sections  v/ere  at  all  angles  and  but  few  of  them  standmg.   The  general, 
delivery  cases  had  been  tipped  over  against  each  other  and  thousands  of  letters 
j^/ere  thrown  over  the  floor  and  piled  in  heaps  with  the  post  office  furniture. 
3ricks  had  fallen  from  pillars  and  walls,  glass  in  the  roof  above  had  split  and 
iracked,  and  the  floor  and  the  furniture  were  covered,  and  the  air  was  filled, 
/ith  a  fine  and  suffocating  dust. 


At  first  no  one  realized  the  full  magnitude  of  what  had  happened.  The  foreman 
in  charge  gathered  the  few  men  in  sight  and  went  back  to  their  cases  to  start  the 
work  of  gathering  the  scattered  letters  together.  It  was  expected  that  the  re- 
mainder of  the  shifts  would  return  soon  so  that  at  once  the  preparations  for  the 
morning's  dispatches  that  had  been  so  nearly  completed  before  the  shock  v/ere 
commenced  again.   The  fire -room  force  v/ent  back  to  its  boilers,  the  engineer 
v/ent  back  to  his  dsmamos,  and  the  business  of  the  office,  so  rudely  interrupted, 
v;as  proceeding  as  best  it  could  when  the  returning  men  brought  nev;s  of  the 
approach  of  the  fire. 

The  fire  was  coming  from  all  directions.  It  was  south  of  Mission  and  above 
7th,  coming  down  toward  the  front  of  the  building.  It  v/as  in  the  block  of  buildings 
across  Mission  coming  up  from  the  south.  It  was  farther  from  Mission  whirling 
westward,  and  it  was  farther  down  Market  Street  coming  up  from  the  east  and 
north,  and  as  it  came  it  blazed  higher  and  drove  the  people"  from  their  homes 
Into  the  clear  space  behind  the  post  office  buildmg.   There  v;as  no  v/ater  to 
; fight  it;  there  was  no  way  to  stay  its  progress,  and  it  drove  the  people  before 
it  nearly  as  fast  as  they  could  run. 

They  came  laden  with  household  goods  and  food,  trunks,  bundles,  boxes, 
women  screaming,  men  yelling,  babies  crying,  the  v/hole  street  filled  with  a 
mob  that  v/as  fearful  to  look  at.   They  sought  the  lawn  in  the  rear  of  the  post 
office  as  the  only  available  shelter  and  v/ithin  half  an  hour  from  the  time  of  the 
earthquake  they  had  filled  it,  v/ith  piles  of  what  miserable  stuff  they  could 
•  ■  save,  until  there  v/as  room  for  no  more.  They  gathered  in  the  front  of  the 
.  ^ouilding,  piled  their  trunks  and  bundles,  on  the  granite  coppings  and  then  stood 
watching  the"  fire ''as  it  'came/  '  •        '     ' :  ' 


.  Inside  the  post  office  preparations  v/ere  at  once  made  to  resist  the  fire.  Z  The 
doors  were  closed,  the'  mails  hastily  sacked  and  locked  and  the  pouches  were  . 
thrown  on  trucks  ready  should  the  need  come,  to  be  run  out  of  the  building  and 
somewhere  to  a  place  of  greater  safety.  A  man  was  placed  on  guard  over  the 
valuable  registeres  and  men  were  stationed  at  points,  around  the  doors  of  the 
building  to  be  ready  in  case  of  emergency  to  fight  the  fire  or  to  save  the  mail. 
In  the  engine  room  all  valves,  and  particularly  the  fuel  oil  valves  v;ere  closed, 
all  combustible  matter  was  removed  from  the  coal  and  oil  room,  the  inlet  of 
the  fuel  oil  tanks  was  covered  with  earth  secured  from  the  lawn  in  the  rear  of 
the  building,  and  the  engines  were  shut  down.  In  the  various  offices,  the 
cashier's,  the  money  order  and  the  executive  division,  valuable  records  had 
been  put  in  what-vaults  it  was  possible  to  open,  windows  were  closed,  and 
everything  combustible  was  removed  from  their  immediate  vici.nity.  There  was 
then  nothing  but  to  av/ait  the  approaching  of  the  fire.  It  cracked  and  broke  . 
several  windows  on  the  Mission  Street  side  and  on  the  7th  Street  side.  It  caught 
piles  of  bedding  heaped  against  the  rear  walls  and  the  men  inside  reached  out 
and  poked  them  away  with  iron  bars.  It  cut  and  split  the  corners  on  the 
Stevenson  Street  side,  where  the  wooden  buildings  across  the  narrow  v/ay  burned 
fiercely  and  about  11  o'clock  it  entered  the  building  through  one  of  the  windown'  in 
the  third  story. 

About  8  o'clock  the  United  States  troops  had  surrounded  the  building  and  taken 
it  under  their  protection.   The  danger  had  seemed  to  have  passed  and  most  of  the 

|men  had  been  allowed  to  go  home  to  their  frightened  families,  and  many  to . 
ruined  homes,  and  so  v/hen  the  fire  crept  up  closer  on  Stevenson  Street,  past  all, 

!;)rick  walls  which  had  been  depended  upon  to  stop  it,  the  soldiers  rushed  into  the 


building  and  shouted  for  all  to  leave.  It  so  happened  that  when  the  fire"  entered 


it  found  only  ten  men  who  had  defied  the  authority  of  the  soldiers  and  remained 


to  protect  the  building,  and  they  started  a  fight  against  it  that  lasted  all  through 


■  the  remainder  of  the  day.  It  came  first  through  a  v/indov/  in  the  northeast  corner 


of  the  building,  leaping  over  the  v/ood-v/ork  in  District  Judge  DeHaven's  chambers 

*  and  turning  the  beautiful  rooms  into  a  roaring  furnace.  Then  it  entered  from  the 
front  into  the  money  order  division,  and  the  ten  men  divided  and  fought  it  on 
either  side.   The  windows  were  broken  from  the  heat.  The  windov/  frames  and 
doors  were  on  fire.  The  bricks  rained  on  everything  and  the  smoke  was  suffo- 
cating. Wet  sacks  were  nailed  on  the" doors  and  finally  the  doors  were  allowed  to 
burn  until  nearly  charred  thjrough  and  then  v;ere  knocked  dov/n  and  beaten  out. 
There  was  no  wind  on  that  day  but  in  spite  of  the  absence  of  it  the  draught  from 
the  fire  was  so  great  that  tin  cans  were  blown  four  or  five  feet  into  the  air  and 
carried  ten  or  tv/enty  yards.   The  only  water  in  the  building  was  in  the  freight 
elevator  tank  and  into  this  mail  sacks  were  dipped  and  carried'up  to  men  on  the 
burning  floors,  and  with  these  they  beat  the  fire  until,  ha\'ing  sv/ept  past  on 
Stevenson  Street  and  left  everything  in  ashes,  it  died  out  in  the  building  and  the 
building  was  saved.  That  night  the  Post  Office  was  in  silence  and  in  darkness, 
the  engines  were  shut  down,  the  service  had  ceased,  and  no  one  but  the  ten  men 
who  fought  the  fire  during  the  day  were  in  the  building.  They  divided  the  time  into 
v/atches  and  patrolled  the  corridors'and  offices  inside,  while  the  federal  troops 
stood  guard  on  the  sidewalks  v;ithout.  The  dual  catastrophe  had  left  the  building 
In  a  shattered  state.  In  addition  to  the  damage  done  in  the  work-room  to  v/alls 

•  and  furniture,  thousands  of  dollars  had  been  added  to  the  sum  of  the  harm  done, 
V  by  the  splitting  and  cracking  of  marble  slabs,  of  costly  mosaic,  and  of  tiled  ' 


.  v  In  the'  cashier's  office  on  the  7th  Street  side,  thousands  of  dollars  worth  of  .. 
envelopes  had  been  tipped  from  the  shelves  and  lay  in  a  heap  in  the  center  of  the 
stamp-room,  mingled  with  bricks,  broken  glass,  pieces  of  furniture,  and  plaster 
from  the  walls  and  ceiling.  In  the  money  order  office  adjoining  the  wreck  v/as  as 
complete.  In  the  offices  adjoining  further  on  the  7th  Street  side,  holes  had  been 
broken  in  the  walls  and  glass  transoms  had  been  shattered.  In  the  postmaster's 
suite  on  the  Mission  Street  side,  walls  had  been  thrown  into  the  middle  of  the 
room,  destroying  furniture  and  covering  everything  with  dust.  In  the  registry 
division  the  handle  was  broken  from  the  vault  by  falling  bricks,  furniture  was 
throv/n  in  all  directions  and  valuable  mail  lay  scattered  on  the  floor.  In  the  main 
corridors  the  marble  was  split  and  cracked  and  loosened  mosaics  v/ere  shattered 
and  had  come  rattling  down  upon  the  floor.  Chandeliers  were  rent  and  tv/isted 
by  falling  arches  and  ceilings. 

On  the  outside  the  granite  v/alls  v;ere  split,  the  cracks  not  always  follov/ing 
the  stone  courses — in  some  cases  rending  the  stones  themselves.  .  On  the  corner 
of  7th  and  Mission  the  sidewalks  and  marble  platforms  had  falle  n  av/ay  from  the 
building,  leaving  gasping  rents  in  the  granite.  The  street  was  like  a  heaving 
sea  frozen  in  one  of  its  v/ildest  contortions.  The  rear  wall  of  the  work-room 
joining  the  two  wings  of  the  building,  was  cracked  and  leaned  ominously  outv;ard, 
and  where  the  fire  had  reached  the  structure  the  granite  v/as  chipped  and 
blackened.  .'■        •  . 


••   The  service  was  in  far  worse  condition  than  the  building.  Mail  was  already 
piled  up  at  the  ferry  with  no  means  of  getting  it  to  the  main  office.  The  em- 
.ployees  had  scattered  in  every  direction  to  lend  aid  to  their  families  still  . 


fleeing  before  the  fire*.  Twenty -five  of  the  stations  had  been' destroyed,  their.  -/ 
records  burned,  and  their  cash  and  stamps  in  most  instances  destroyed.  The 
districts  formerly  residence  sections  comfortably  settled,  v;ere  filling  up  with 
refugees  from  the  burned  sections  already  clamoring  for  their  mail,  and  stations 
fitted  and  furnitiired  to  suit  the  lesser  demands  were  beginning  to  look  small  and 
insignificant  in  front  of  what  was  coming. 

Tv/o  hundred  and  forty  of  the  employees  of  the  office  v/ere  houseless,  homeless 
penniless,  scattered  from  bay  to  ocean,  in  parks,  vacant  lots,  or  reservation^ 
without  food  or  shelter.  It  was  that  situation  that  marked  the  close  of  April  18th. 

The  Engine  Room  was  the  first  Department  to  recover.   Permission  v/as  given 
the  Chief  Engineer  to  dig  a  hole  in  the  basement  floor  and  start  a  well  in  search 
of  v/ater.  This  work  commenced  early  on  Thursday  morning,  April  19th.  The 
work  progressed  rapidly  with  the  assistance  of  the  engineer's  fQrce,  two  men 
from  the  Post  Office  Department  and  some  soldiers  from  the  guard,  and  by 
6  o'clock  there  v/as  a  v/ell  ten  feet  deep  filled  with  dirty  v/ater."  The  men  were 
so  thirsty  they  drank  greedily,  and  it  passed  m.uster  with  all  hands  without 
criticism.  At  7:30  in  the  evening  steam  had  been  gotten  in  the  boilers  and  the 
lights  were  started.  V/lien  they  were  seen  by  the  people  outside  the  building, 
they  were  greeted  by  wild  cheers.  The  elevators  of  the  building  were  also 
started  and  found  to  be  in  good  condition.  On  account  of  the  sand  in  the  v/ater 
•  it  v/as  thought  best  to  close  down  again,  so  on  Friday  a  search  for  better  v/ater 
was  made.  It  was  found  there  was  a  v/ell  in  the  Grant  Building  across  Stevenson 
Street  from  the  post  office,  and  the  pumping  machinery  in  that  building  was 
;  apparently  in  good  condition.  The  chief  engineer  of  the  post  office  building 
(Connected  this  pump  up  to  his  own  boilers,  and  by  Friday  night  the  engine  room 


was  iti  good  working  order.  The  supply  of  fuel  was'  getting  low,  so  on  Saturday 
morning  a  steam  fitter  "was  sent  out  to  forage  for  a  team  and  wagon,  which  with 
the  assistance  to  the  soldiers  he  obtained,  and  thereafter  continued  to  supply  the 
oil  tanks  to  keep  the  fires  going.  During  all  this  time  the  men  had  very  little  to 
eat,  and  their  only  cooking  utensils  were  some  pans  and  two  gasoline  soldering 
pots.   .        .       ■.        '  . 

On  Friday  morning,  April  20th,  post  office  work  was  resumed.   On  the 
afternoon  of  April  18th  and  19th,  collections  were  made  by  the  carriers  at  the 
different  Stations,  but  there  was  no  way  of  handling  the  mail,'  and  it  was  not 
until  April  20th  that  the  post  office  really  started  again. 

.  The  theory  of  the  Postmaster  was  that  the  first  need  of  the  stricken  citizens 
of  the  City  was  to  get  v/ord  to  their  friends  on  the  outside  that,  while  they  were 
still  alive,  they  were  in  great  need.   The  telegraph  lines  were  all  down  and  the 
best  proof  of  the  inadequacy  of  the  telegraph  service  was  the  fact  that  thousands 
of  telegrams  v/ere  being  mailed  under  two  cents  stamps  in  the  post  office, 
trusting  to  the  postal  service  to  deliver  them.  So  the  first  care  v;as  the  out- 
going mail.  Wagons  and  automobiles  were  impressed  and  sent  out  to  the 
different  stations  to  gather  in  v/hat  the  carriers  had  already  collected  from  the 
boxes.   These  collections  during  the  day  were  hurried  to  the  main  office  where 
the  clerks,  after  setting  their  cases  upright  and  re -arranging 'the  disorganized 
|.  furniture,  undertook  the  distribution  of  the  mail.  In  the  meantime,  other 
v/agons  y/ere  impressed  at  the  Ferry  Station  v/here  the  mail  was  piling  high, 
and  these  hauled  the  incoming  sacks  to  the  main  office,  v/here  it  v/as  distributed 


,  in  readiness  for  dispatch  to  the  Stations.  '■ . 
.■;>  ■.  Points^^^^^  established  at  the  Presidio  camp  a 


and  in  the  camp 


/ '  at  Fort  Masoii  and  wherever  else  possible,  and  these  with  the  boxes  were  .  .. 

collected  as  often  as  the  men  could. be  sent  around.  "When  the  impressed  auto- 
.  mobile  started  on  its  first  round  of  collection  bearing  the  mail  sign  on  It,  the 
.  people  in  the  camps  and  on  the  streets  cheered  and  shouted  as  it  passed  and  some 
even  turned  and  followed  it  ats  it  went  through  the  crowds.  It  was  evidently  taken 
as  a  sign  of  the  rehabiliation  of  the  City.  Often  it  paused  on  its  way  until  somebo 
could  gather  some  paper,  put  an  address  and  an  appeal  for  help  upon  it  and  throw 
it  aboard. 

It  rapidly  became  known  that  the  post-office  would  handle  everytliing,  stamped 
or  unstamped,  as  long  2ls  it  had  an  address  to  where  it  could  be  sent.  The 
wonderful  mass  of  communications  that  poured  into  the  collections  was  a  study 
in  the  sudden  misery  that  had  overtaken  the  City.   Bits  of  cardboard,  cuffs, 
pieces  of  wrapping  paper,  bits  of  nev/spapers  with  an  address  on  the  margin, 
pages  of  books  and  sticks  of  wood  ail  served  as  a  means  to  let  somebody  in  the 
outside  v/orld  know  that  friends  were  alive  and  in  need  among  the  ruins.   It  was 
never  denied  that  in  handling  mail  without  stamps  the  Postmaster  was  in  direct 
violation  of  the  regulations  and  personally  liable  for  the  amount  of  the  stamps  on 
every  letter  so  handled,  but  stamps  could  not  be  gotten  on  sale  and  so  the  risk 
was  taken.  At  the  close  of  the  day  between  v/agons  and  automobiles  and  carriers, 
95  pouches  of  letters  carrying  mail  composed  of  rags  and  tatters  and  odds  and 
ends  and  burdened  v/ith  a  v/eight  of  woe  bigger  than  ever  left  the  City  in  a  mail 
sack,  v/ere  made  up  for  dispatch.  In  impressed  wagons  they  found  their  way 
through  the  ruins  over  piles  of  brick  that  blocked  the  streets  and  under  walls 
that  tottered  and  dropped  bricks  as  they  passed,  to  the  Ferry  Station  where  they 
were  sent  put  of  the  City// With  them  were  sent  287  sacks  of  papers. 

'  '    '  nri       '  " 


"  Before  Monday,  the  23rd,  a  regular  communication  was  established  between 
all  the  Stations  left  standing  and  the  main  office,  and  between  the  main  office  and 
the  Ferry  and  the  3rd  and  Townsend  Street  Depot;  and  with  the  return'of  activity 
came  problems  numerous  and  complicated.     '  .  ■ 

•  Oakland,  filled  with  refugees,  finding  its  mail  swelling  to  far  greater  bulk  than 
it  was  able  to  handle,  sent  over  to  the  stricken  City  for  assistance.   Calls  of  the 
same  kind  came  from  Berkeley  and  Alameda,  and  up  from  Los  Angeles  a  .similar 
request  v/as  made  that  from  the  San  Francisco  post  office  force  of  clerks  and 
carriers,  assistance  be  allowed  them  to  handle  the  mail  that 'was  rapidly  running 
far  beyond  their  control.  By  order  .of  the  Department,  forty-two  clerks  and 
twenty -five  carriers  were  sent  to  Oakland,  and  four  clerks  to  Berkeley,  and  then 
the  Postmaster  declared  that  he  could  spare  no  more  of  his  force  and  while  the  . 
clerks  and  carriers  v/ere  ordered  away  under  the  belief  that  the^  postal  activity 
of  San  Francisco  had  reduced  nearly  one -half,  it  was  found' that  the  actual  v/ork  . 
of  the  office  had  increased  to  an  insurmountable  extent. 

It  was  then,  and  has  been  the  theory  of  the  public  since,  that  with  one -half  of 
the  City  burned  and  one -half  of  its  people  av/ay,  the  full  force  of  clerks  and 
carriers  left  in  the  San  Francisco  post  office   could  handle  what  remained  with . 
ease  and  dispatch,  but  it  took  no  more  than  a  day  to  make  it  apparent  that  the 
reverse  was  the  case.  Before  a  v/eek  had  passed,  75,000  forwarding  orders 
and  changes  of  address  had  been  turned  into  the  office  and  these  Increased  in 
number  until  by  the  first  of  June  nearly  200, 000  had  been  received  and  recorded, 
and  mail  was  working  subject  to  their  direction.  These  forwarding  orders  were 
lisent  first  to  the  carrier  who  delivered  at  the  old  address  and  then  to  the  carrier 
[who  delivered  at  the  new  address  for  record.   Letters  addressed  to  locations 


m  the  burnt  district  went  direct  to  the  carrier  who  had  always  delivered  them;  he, 
having  a  forwarding  order  on  his  book  endorsed  them,  with  the  nev/  address,  re- 
mailed  them,  and  in  due  time  tney  were  delivered.   Frequently,  however,  three 
or  four  or  even  half  a  dozen  members  of  the  same  firm,  or  its  employees,  would 
send  in  forwarding  orders,  each  of  them  directing  the  mail  to  a  different  location, 
and  business  mail  was  sent,  under  their  orders,  ail  over  the  State,  it  frequently 
happened  that  carriers  who  delivered  in  the  burnt  district  worked  never  so  hard 
in  tneir  districts  prior  to  April  18th  as  they  did  at  their  desks  after  that  day 
.Keeping  track  of  the  mail  that  poured  in  upon  them  and  directing  it  to  any  one  of 
the  half  dozen  addresses  wnich  perhaps  they  had  on  file  to  control  it. 

It  was  a  frequent  and  sometimes  a  bitter  inquiry  to  the  Postmaster  from 
I«ople  who  thought  their  mail  was  not  coming  rapidly  enough.   "V/hy  don't  you' 
take  carriers  from  the  burnt  district  and  put  them  out  where  the  houses  are  still 
standing?"  It  was  alv/ays  evident  to  everybody  working  in  the  San  Francisco 
post  office  in  the  days  succeeding  the  fire,  why  this  was  not  done. 

It  soon  became  necessary  to  divide  delivery  districts  and  change  boundaries 
and  otherwise  alter  the  postal  map  of  the  city,  and  each  change  meant  new 
latitude  for  error  on  the  part  of  the  clerks  and  increasing  labor  and  study  to 
maintain  the  distribution. 

.  In  the  Registry  Division  the  problems  of  delivering  registered  mail  under  the 
system  of  receipts  prescribed  by  the  Department,  became  almost  insurmountable, 
and  the  increase  in  the  registers  caused  by  persons  sending  letters  to  lost  friends 
in  the  hope  of  thereby  finding  them,  grew  so  fast  that  the  clerks  could  not  keep 

.P^^y  ^y  day  there  poured  in  upon  the  Postmaster  frantic  letters  of  inquiry.  •  Firsi 


these  were  from  nearby  tov/ns,  and  then  from  farther  away,  until  v/ithin  a  week 
they  were  coming,  it  seemed,  from  all  over  the  world.  Some  of  them  v/ere  from' 
mothers  and  fathers  in  search  of  children;  some  were  from  children  in  search  of 
parents,  from  relatives,  from  friends,  from  mere  acquaintances,  some  evidently 
from  mere  curiousity  seekers,  but  all  attested  the  utter  lack  of  any  avenue  of 
information  outside  of  the  postal  service.  These  inquiries  were  handled  by  clerks 
detailed  especially  for  this  purpose.  Where  the  tone  of  the  letter  was  sincere, 
and  it  v/as  possible  to  give  the  information  without  interfering  with  the  already 
over -v/r ought  Departments  of  the  office,  this  was  done  despite  regulations  that 
declare  no  information  shall  be  given  by  the  post  office  regarding  addresses. 
Inquiries  as  to  the  burning  of  certain  houses,  or  numbers  on  streets,  or  hotels, 
could  easily  be  answered;  inquiries  for  prominent  firms  and  prominent  people* 
v/ere  also  easily  answered,  but  more  asking  for  obscure  parties, or  for  the  safety 
of  unknov/n  people,  and  some  even  for  people  named  only  by  their  first  names, 
presented  an  impossible  amount  of  work  at  that  time,  and  so  a  great  many  of 
these  v/ere  turned  over  to  the  relief  bureaus  in  the  hope  that  through  the  relief 
registers  some  of  the  people  sought  might  be  found.  "  . 

Then  began  to  follow  letters  from  the  newspapers  and  magazines  offering  to 
submit  galley  lists  to  be  corrected;  asking  if  certain  subscribers  were  still 
receiving  mail  at  their  old  addresses  and  submitting  typev/ritten  sheets  with 
names,  and  inq^j.tries  as  to  hov/  soon  second  class  matter  would  start  moving 
again.  •  .  ■  * 

For  the  time  being  second  class  matter  was  put  aside  to  wait.  For  the  few 
days  first  succeeding  April  18ih,  letter  mail,  stamped  or  unstamped,  V7as  given 
the  right  of  v/a.y.  '.  it  was  assumed  that  letters  and  not  paxjers  were  what  the 


people  v/anted,  and  all  efforts  were  bent  towards  dispatching  and  delivering  the 
letters  that  came  and  went.  When  finally  there  was  time  to  turn  attention  to  the 
mass  of  second,  third,  and  fourth  class  matter  that  waited  handling,  the  amount 
that  had  accumulated  was  appalling. 

At  one  time  the  number  of  sacks  awaiting  distribution  went  v/ell  into  the 
thousands.  "When  this  v/as  finally  attacked,  it  was  first  picked  over  for  the  sacks 
of  third  and  fourth  class  matter,  so  that  catalogues,  blank  forms,  stationery  and 
a  hundred  other  things  that  were  being  sent  into  the  City  for  the  use  of  the  busi- 
ness men  in  their  efforts  to  re-establish  themselves,  might  be  gotten  out  with 
as  little  delay  as  possible.  And  finally  the  newspapers  v/ere  gotten  together,  sent 
out  to  the  Stations  and  delivered. 

Before  this  was  all  done,  it  was  necessary  for  the  Postmaster  to  issue  an  order 
putting  every  clerk  in  the  service  on  a  twelve  hour  day,  taking  Sundays  a^ay  from 
carriers,  v/orking  them  overtime  in  violation  of  the  lav/  v/hich  says  they  shall  not 
work  over  eight  hours.  Everybody  v/orked  at  fullest  tension  and  without  any 
unwillingness.   The  work  v/as,v;ell  done,  and  congestion  v/as  relieved  sooner  than 
it  sometimes  takes  to  dispose  of  the  accumulations  attendant  on  the  Christmas 
rush  of  business. 

Stamps  were  placed  on  sale  at  the  different  stations  on  April  20th,  as  soon 
as  communication  with  the  main  office  was  established;  but,  for  many  days  after, 
the  unstamped  letters  continued  to  pour  in.  There  v/as  no  guarantee  how  these 
letters  v/ould  fare  in  the  hands  of  other  post  offices,  nor  was  there  any  warrant 
or  lav/  for  handling  them  in  San  Francisco;  so  notices  were  placed  at  all  mall 
drops  warning  the  people  that  letters  unstamped  would  not  be  handled  as  paid 
mail  biit  would  be  treated  as  "dead"  and  sent  to  the  Department  at  Washington. 


Spiteful  and  denunciatory  letters  poured  in  upon  the  postmaster  in  reply  to  these 
notices;  all  from  writers  who  did  not  know  that  not  for' weeks  after  the  notices  wer 
displayed  was  a  single  unstamped  letter  delayed  in  its  course.  No  man  vathout 
money  and  without  stamps  who  trusted  to  the  postal  service  of  San  Francisco  and 
dropped  his  unstamped  letter  in  the  mails  found  he  had  trusted  in  vain.  Thousands 
of  these  unstamped  letters,  typewritten  and  bearing  v/ell -known  return  cards, 
were  caught  and  returned  to  the  firms  that  sent  them,  but  no  unstamped  letter 
that  bore  evidence  of  coming  from  a  man  who  could  not  afford  stamps  v/as  de- 
layed in  its  transit,  • 

In  the  unburned  sections  of  the  city  delivery  by  carrier  WcLS  resumed  almost 
immediately  after  the  fire,  and  at  the  main  office  -  practically  all  of  whose 
territory  was  burned  -  and  at  Station  K,  which  had  been  re-established  at  the  " 
main  office,  delivery  of  mail  by  carrier  at  the  post  office  door,,  as  Sunday  and 
holiday  service  is  performed,  was  begun  at  once.  This  class  of  service  was  also 
given  at  stations  having  burned  territory. 

No  night  work  v;as  begun  ujitil  May  3rd.  There  was  no  necessity  for  it.  The 
streets  were  dark,  no  trains  ran  at  night  into  the  city,  no  street  cars  v/ere 
running,  and  no  wagon  service  could  be  secured.  One  clerk  only  remained  on 
duty  to  "clean  up"  and  malce  the  morning  dispatches. 

The  collection  of  mail  by  foot  collectors  was  begun  on  April  20th  and  by 
mounted  collectors  on  AprU  21st,  and  this  has  been  gradually  increased  as 
conditions  require.    .  :••  .-u  •  .  .  •  •  . 

•  •;.  On  April  24th  the  main  office  was  opened  to  the  public,  stamps  were  sold  on 
the  main  corridor  and  letters  v;ere  delivered  through  the  general  delivery 


The/opening  of  the  main  office  would  have  been  possible  on  April  23rd  but 
for  the  blasting  of  the  ruins  which  was  being  conducted  all  around  the  post  office  \ 
building.  About  11  in  the  morning  the  clerks  v/ere  notified  to  vacate  the  post 
office,  as  the  djmamiting  squad  was  going  to  blow  down  the  walls  of  the  Odd 
Fellows  Building  located  just  across  the  street.  All  but  hali-a-dozen  employees 
left,  and  the  dynamiting  proceeded.  Several  charges  were  exploded,  the  last 
consisting,  it  was  understood,  of  more  than  750  lbs.  of  dynamite.  These 
explosions  nearly  completed  the  wrecking  of  the  post  office.  Every  pane  of  glass 
in  the  windows  and  in  the  transoms  in  the  corridors  was  shattered,  and  most  of  • 
the  glass  roof  over  the  main  working  floor  was  destroyed.  Large  quantities  of 
marble  cornice  work  and  mosaics  were  blown  down,  doors  v/ere  torn  from  their 
hinges,  and  furniture  was  scattered  as  if  by  another  earthquake.  The  force  of 
the  blast  may  be  judged  from  the  fact  that  heavy  law  books  were  blown  from  the 
shelves  in  the  district  attorney's  office  out  through  the  v/indov/s*,  and  were 
afterwards  found  upon  the   granite  ledges.   This  djTiamiting  added  $100, 000  to- 
the  value  of  the  damage  done  the  building. 

The  service  at  the  burned  stations  was  started  in  temporary  locations  taken 
possession  of  in  some  cases  with  the  assistance  of  the  military  and  in  some  cases 
with  the  consent  of  the  owner.  Wagons  were  impressed  and  such  supplies  as 
were  available  were  hurried  out  to  them.  The  few  distributing  cases  and  carrier's 

.  •  •  •  •  . 

cases  that  were  available  soon  ran  short  and  these  v/ere  supplemented  by  beer 
cases  and  other  boxes  and  cases  of  that  class  tnat  could  be  used  as  pigeon-holes. 

It  was  not  considered  practicable  or  possible  to  establish  the  registry  system 

■■•*.■•.•■■.        -  ■  .  . 

Immediately  after  the  fire.  The  clerks  of  that  division  were  needed  in  hurrying 

•the  ordinary^mail  on  its  bourse  and  it  was  tnought  inadvisable  to  risk  further 


i^*^. "congestion  by  putting  rriail  througn  the  system  of  receipts  which  Ine  re-gistry 
business  requires.'^  Consequently  no  registers  were  accepted  'until  April  24th. 
Incoming  registers  were  handled  before  that,  hut  it  ■.^•as  not  until  April  24th  that 
:  the  service  was  in  full  effect,  \        .        .  ' 

It  became  apparent  immediately  after  t!ie  fire  th_at  the  only  mear^  of  sending 
money  into  the  city  was  by  money  orders.  Practically  the  only  ncney  a'.*a.ilah-9 
for  circulation  in  the  cit%^  was  in  the  p:st  office.  A.s  rapidly  as  pcssi'cle  the 
office  of  the  money  order  divisicn  was  cleared  cf  its  records  and  cn  :he  Iz'jn 
of  April,  when  money  orders  began  to  pcur  in  in  ansv,'er  to  refugees'  appeals 
for  help,  the  Money  Order  Division  started  to  7.'crk.  It  started  with  a  r-ush  and 
the  Postmaster  became  the  banker  for  the  city.   When  the  financial  sit-uaticn 
became  apparent  j^ust  after  Lhe  earthq'uake  and  the  postal  funds  v.-ere  gene,  the' 
Postmaster  wired  his  Efepartment  for  permission  to  draw  cn  the  l.iint,  and  the 
reply  came  back  at  once  th^at  Cne  Hundred  T'cusand  Cellars  v/as  at  his  dispcsal. 
From  the  opening  of  tne  Iwoney  Order  0:-.-isicn  cf  the  pes:  office  un:il  :.:ay  21st, 
when  tne  banks  of  tne  city  opened,  ali  u-.s  money  tnat  came  to  the  refugees  came 
through  the  mails.    When  the  banks  cper.ed- -there  being  no  clearing  ncuse,  tne 
work  in  tne  Money.  Order  Di^i-sion  and  its  branches   at  the  vario'us  stations 
doubled."  Orders  were  coming  in  in  bunches,  by  scores  and  hundreds,  and 
thousands  of  dollars  had  to  be  sent  to  trancn  offices  to  m.eet  their  pa}-ments. 

■  A  curio'us  feat'^e  of  the  situation  was  developed  by  the  work  of  the  !.'oney 
Order  Division.  It  would  seem  apparent  that  tne  drift  cf  business  wo'uid  be 
all  towards  San  Francisco,'  but  as  soon  as  the  situation  cleared  after  tne  - 
/  earthquake,  tne  Issuing  of  money  orders  grew  so  fast  tiat  the  a^&ilahle  supply 
a^:  of  forms  In  the' office  was  one  time  in  danger  of  gi'.nng  out.   It  v.'as  never 


apparent  wnere  this  money  came  from.  '  Even  before  the  banks  were  opened  it 
started  to  flow  outward,  and  the  ratio  of  issued  orders  to  orders  paid  v/as  nearly 
up  to  normal.  -         ;  •  v--.-.  •  * 

With  the  starting  of  the  post  office  business  came  the  problem  of  feeding  the 
clerks.  It  was  evident  that  men  who  worked  eight  hours  a  day  and  overtime 
would  not  have  leisure  left  to  secure  provisions  for  themselves,  so  with  the 
restarting  of  the  service  came  the  necessity  for  feeding  the  men."  Requisition  was 
made  upon  the  various  commissaries,  and  food  v/as  brought  to  the  main  office  and 
to  the  stations.  There  it  was  issued  in  the  form  of  rations  to  the  clerks,  who 
lined  up  in  military  fashion  for  the  purpose.  At  one  time  600  men  were  being 
fed  at  the  main  office  with  bread,  canned  meat,  fruit  and  coffee. 

The 'question  of- keeping  time  became  a  serious  problem,  as  the  time-clock* 
system  was  practically  wrecked,  and  it  became  necessary  to  put  .in  effect  an 
emergency  system  so  that  a  record  of  each  man's  attendance  could  be  kept  and 
the  pay-rolls  could  be  made  out  on  time.  The  rolls  were  made  up  as  usual  and 
;payments  commenced  on  May  1st.  Payment  for  the  days  of  the  earthquake  was 
Ibased  upon  the  employees  subsequent  attendance.  In  the  post  office  service  v/hen 
lan  employee  is  absent  a  substitute  may  be  put  on  in  his  place,-  the  substitute 
being  paid  from  the  lapsed  salary  of  the  absent  man  he  v/orks  for.  There  is  no 
other  provision  for  the  payment  of  substitutes.  When  the  service  started  on 
April  20th  every  available  man  v/as  put  at  work,  substitute  clerks,  carriers,  " 
porters  and  laborers,  and  for  the  remaining  days  of  April  the  substitute  lists 
i5f  both  clerks  and  carriers  worked  full  time.  The  only  fund  to  secure  the  pay- 
ent  of  these  men  had  to  come  from  the  pay  of  those  absent,  of  which  there  were 
any,  but  it  was  the  postmaster's  idea  that  as  few  as  possible  should  lose  for 
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THE  FOLLOWING  SIGNATURE  SHEETS  ARE  FROM 
THE  ORGANIZATION,  PILE. 

THE  ORIGINAL  DOCUMENT  WAS  TOO  LARGE  TO 
ENCLOSE . 

IT  IS  AVAILABLE  FOR  PERUSAL  AT  THE  GSA 
OFFICE . 

CONTACT  JOAN  BYRENS . 


URGING  THE  FEDERAL  GOVERNMENT  TO  RESTORE  TO  ITS 
PRE-EARTHOUAKE  CONDITION,  TO  THE  MAXIMUM  EXTENT 
POSSIBLE,  AND  TO  MAINTAIN  FOR  POSTERITY  THE  MAIN  POST 
OFFICE,  LOCATED  AT  7TH  AND  MISSION. 


I 


URGING  THE  FEDERAL  GOVERNMENT  TO  RESTORE  TO  ITS 
'   PRE-EARTHOUAKE  CONDITION,  TO  THE  MAXIMUM  EXTENT 

POSSIBLE,  AND  TO  MAINTAIN  FOR  POSTERITY  THE  MAIN  POST 
OFFICE,  LOCATED  AT  7TH  AND  MISSION. 


URGING  THE  FEDERAL  GOVERNMENT  TO  RESTORE  TO  ITS 
RE-EARTHQUAKE  CONDITION,  TO  THE  MAXIMUM  EXTENT 
OSSIBLE,  AND  TO  MAINTAIN  FOR  POSTERITY  THE  MAIN  POST 
FFICE,  LOCATED  AT  7TH  AND  MISSION. 
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ATTACHED  MEMORANDA  RECEIVED  ON  NOVEMBER  16,  1992 


Angry  ddzens  ade 
dty  officials  to  save 
landmark  building 
closed  by  quake 

Br  C«r>MD.  Adams 

EXMSCR  UnBAM  PLMtWQ  VMVIBi 

San  Francisco  has  apparently 
kwt  for  keeps  the  monumental 
Main  Poet  OfiBce  it  has  had  for 
nearly  a  century,  and  9,440  peo|^ 
have  been  deprived  of  longtime  ad- 
dreiBcio  as  a  reniH  of  "a  Mcret" 
ftderal  action,  an  angry  groiq>  of 
citizens  complained  Tueaday  to  a 
■ympathetic  siq>erviaor8'  commit- 
tee. 

Demanding  that  "Rie  City  h^ 
them  reopen  the  institution,  citi- 
zens said  they  are  only  now  begin- 
ning to  realize  that  the  earthquake- 
forced  doeure  of  the  wbiU  Seventh 
and  Mission  streets  poet  office  has 
been  made  permanent 

The  landmwTk  building  has  been 
home  to  the  poet  (tfBoe  for  afanoet  a 
century;  untfl  the  1989  Lome  Prie- 
ta  quake,  it  also  housed  federal  afh 
peals  courts.  Heavily  damaged  in 
the  quake,  the  building  has  been 
dosed  ever  since,  but  plans  call  for 


Hm  pott  •IHci  M 

by  the  19S9  mrthquahe. 


at  SeuenA  and  MiBtionttreett  was  doted 


its  restoration  as  headquarters  pri- 
marily for  the  courts. 

Alan  Manning,  holder  of  P.O. 
Box  1  for  the  past  26  years,  jho- 
tested  that  he  has  lost  that  for  the 

a  diange  made  in  the  inteiertB 
etandardiTfltion,  eiplained  a  Pipatai 
Service  staffer. 

Others  similarly  dq>rived  of 


their  addrcases,  Manning  said,  in- 
clude the  San  FVancisoo  Fire  De- 
partment and  the  Cooventian  and 
Visitors  Bureau. 

An  unidentified  woman  com- 
plained thjt  she  must  now  pick  iq> 
her  mail  at  a  new  Goklen  Gate 
Avenue  substation  near  Hyde 
Stxeet,  in  an  area  she  regards  as 
ODsafe. 

Harold  TreskunofT  protested 
that  the  decision  was  made  "arro- 
gantly and  arbitrarily  in  secret 
■kevtiugs." 

Protesters  found  a  champion  in 
Supervisor  Angela  Alioto,  liibo  de- 
Banded  (tf  two  Postal  Service  em- 
filoyeB: 

"What  naaon  'do  you  have  for 
tiairiin;  a  post  office  that  has  been 
there  for  100  years?  What  do  we 
-iwve  to  do  to  cfHivinoe  you  to 

The  decisian  to  abandcm  the 
linn  Post  Office,  «aid  stdf  nem- 
Wr  Mm  OTCsefe,  was  made  fay  the 
"ibderal  Genenil  Services  Adndnis- 
tiation.  wfak^  intends  to  ase  die 
ground  floor  to  eqiand  tiie  Circuit 
Conrt  of  Appeals  quarters. 

^$100  million  renovatioo  of  tike 
::^yBar-old,  nd-tagged  stractue  is 
ctUted  to  atart  nest  yiar,  aoooRlmg 
^jiGSAspokMsraam. 

Supervisors  said  they  would 
conaider  what  actioo  to  takt  at 
their  next  economic  and  social  pol- 
icy committee  mertiiig  Aug.  27. 


Office  of  the 
Consumer  Advocate 


May  16,  1991 


Mr.  Alan  Manning 
2600  Yorba  Street 

San  Francisco,   California  94116 

Dear  Mr.  Manning: 

As  a  follow-up  to  our  telephone  conversation  today  I  am 
enclosing  the  file  in  Docket  No.  C89-2,  Eufaula,  Alabama.  I 
believe  that  your  examination  of  this  file  will  give  you  an 
adequate  idea  as  to  what  is  involved  in  a  complaint  of  this  type, 
using  informal  procedures.     Perhaps  that  is  a  solution  to  your 


I  am  also  enclosing  a  copy  of  the  Buchanan  case  in  which  an 
injunctive  relief  was  granted.     In  that  case  the  Court  sat  the 
"change"  had  to  be  nationwide  and  substantial.     I  am  not  sure  the 
facts  in  this  situation  meet  this  standard. 

I  am  also  enclosing  a  copy  of  the  Commission's  rules  which 
will  tell  you  the  procedures  on  how  to  file  with  the  Postal  Rate 

Commission. 

I  hope  I  have  been  helpful  in  addressing  your  problem. 


problem. 


Sincerely, 


Stephen  A.  Gold 
Consumer  Advocate 


Enclosures 


WHEREAS,  the  postal  employees  in  Eufaula,  Alabama,  are  a 
splendid,  helpful  group  who  should  be  commended  for  their  efforts 
to  serve  postal  patrons;  and 


WHEREAS,   the  Post  Office  has  recently  opened  a  new  postal 
facility  in  Eufaula,  Alabama;  and  ' 

WHEREAS,   the  City  Council  of  the  City  of  Eufaula  has  been 
presented  with  the  foregoing  facts  as  to  the  procedures  used  in 
transfer  old  post  office  boxes  to  new  post  office  boxes  and 
these  facts  are  presented  thus  in  the  body  of  this  resolution, 

planning  for  the  post  office  boxes  was  apparently  mismanaged,  in 
that  adequate  provisions  were  not  made  for  the  existing  post 
office  box  patrons'  numbers  to  be  used  or  provided  for  in  the 
numbering  system,   and  scores  of  postal  box  patrons  were 
arbitrarily  and  capriciously  deprived  of  ordinary,  logical 
numerical  box  numbers  held  by  them  for  up  to  fifty  years,  without 
notice  and  without  a  right  to  a  hearing;  and 

WHEREAS  postal  patrons  were  told  that  the  Birmingham  office 
of  the  post  office  rearranged  the  box  numbers  for  the  Eufaula 
Post  Office  in  such  a  way  as  to  deprive  many  box  holders  of  their 
box  number  through  an  arbitrary  and  capricious  and  unnecessary 
elimination  of  the  numbers,    in  some  cases  eliminating  a  number  by 
leaving  a  box  without  a  number,  and  in  some  cases  providing  for 
unnumbered  boxes  to  be  ripped  out  and  replaced  in  order  to 
deprive  box  patrons  of  their  number;  and 

WHEREAS,   the  post  office  has  offered  no  excuse  for  the 
si smanagement  and  lack  of  planning  which  resulted  in  a  failure  to 
^srovide  for  the  continuation  of  ordinary  logical  box  numbers  of 
long  standing;  and 

WHEREAS,   the  post  office  seeks  to  justify  the  massive 
Usruption  of  its  box  patrons  and  their  loss  of  forwarding 
tervice  after  one  year  and  its  vast  increase  in  workload  for 
sxtra  handling  and  rerouting  of  mail  and  double  labor  to  return 
lO  eliminate  logical  numbers  and  use  an  incomplete  set  of 
lumbers;  and 

I         WHEREAS,   the  post  office  bureaucracy  has  adamantly  insisted 
lhat  nothing  can  be  done  and  has  refused  any  relief,  although  it 
IS  self  evident  that  if  boxes  can  be  ripped  out  and  replaced  in 
)rder  to  destroy  numbers,  boxes  can  also  be  ripped  out  and 
cvised  in  order  to  preserve  numbers;  and 

WHEREAS,   the  situation  differs  from  one  in  which 
onstructlon  of  additional  homes  on  rural  routes  has  overloaded  . 


anagement  resulted  in  new  box  sections  being  ouiai.  w^c.^-w 
ining  for  existing  patrons;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  box  holders  will  suffer  substantial  deprivation 
iahts  and  will  be  deprived  without  due  process  of  thear 
relation  of  continued  use  of  the  box  number  they  have 
racted  for  and  have  renewed  annually  for  many  years;  and 

I  v?HEREAS.  elderly  persons  of  limited  means  who  »  P^**' 

«ce  box  for  receiving  Social  Security  checks  have  had  to 
;ge  box  numbers  in  order  to  keep  from  having  ^°^5;«"^^^°^^i„g 
^sive  boxes  which  were  assigned  thear  number;  ^""^J"^ 
untion  and  changes  will  be  of  great  expense  to  the  Socaal 
irUy  Administration  for  it  to  make  the  uncalled  for  changes 


ts  records;  and 


WHEREAS,  box  holders  will  lose  their  investments  P^?^^^**^ 
xffnd  piin^ed  forms  and  printed  stationery;   they  will  be 
Vk  vast  expenses  for  notifying  tens  of  thousands  of 
-^spondent^ora  change  of  address;   they  will 
I   returned  because  the  post  office  only  f  ^"^e  of 

iess  for  one  year  and  returns  mail  as  "unknown    or     moved  left 
ddress"  thereafter;  and 
WHEREAS    others  who  have  had  their  boxes  changed  by  the  post 

s    touch  with  them;  and 

WHEREAS    the  interaction  and  enforcement  of  its  ^"^f^' 
s   ^ficf  ^as  Lunted  a  campaign  of  da  scrami  nat  a  on  agaanst  box 

]lers  an  that: 

I    mail  addressed  to  a  box  holder's  home  will  no  longer  be 
|:ed  an  his  box; 

Mil  adoressed  both  to  .  box  holder's  box  »nd  "r«t  address 
:i  "  returned  if  the  bo:c  has  been  discontinued,   even  i.  ...e 
];et  address  is  correct; 

„an  addressed  to  ^if ,^Sr r:turned  ^^^H^d  in 

lrrarb:^e'"c:n"?^s:::d':rpf«:a  in'ihe  box.  if  .  year  has 

'    WHEREAS,  it  is  wen  .nown  that  brides  and  ^^^^esses  use  the 
=  , phone  directory  for  addressing  ^""""°";„^"hoJaer ,  thus 
Ei«  returns  their  »ail  when  """"'^"'i^f  invitation,  yet 
,ilin9  the  high-priced  ""P»"f„^^%Kx  holder  as  well  as 
1  post  office  discrininates  "9?*"'*        .„  ,  catch-22  situation 
,  Irides  and  hostesses  by  P  ^^^.^ftrTsf  in'aeter.ining 

LrBairLrto'be  ^dd^ess^a  to  a  box  in  order  to  get  it 
eivered;  and 
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cainot  or  will  not  protect  the  box  from  vandals;  and  the 
rtiidents  must  rent  a  post  office  box  to  avoid  having  unsightly 
bgihed  in  boxes;  but  the  post  office  then  returns  important 
3i:ters,  divident  checks,   invitations,  and  thank  you  notes,  and 
t|'ows  away  non-first-class  mail,  because  it  has  adopted  a  rule 
pi>hibiting  the  postal  personnel  from  placing  the  mail  in  the 
pQit  office  box;   this  rule  requires  substantial  overtime  and 
dlitional  manpower  for  delivery  of  the  mail  to  street  addresses 
hiTi  it  could  be  placed  in  a  post  office  box  at  much  less 
ea>ense;    it  also  causes  much  non-first-class  mail  to  be  thrown 
aJiy  at  great  loss  to  the  postal  patrons,  even  though  the  postal 
pi'sonnel  know  where,  to  deliver  it; 

WHEREAS,  businesses  and  professionals  have  spent  years  and 
a'e  invested  significant  sums  publicizing  their  addresses  in 
:d-ertising,  manuscript  covers,  brochures,  and  semi -permanent 
tu>li cations .     Box  numbers  of  box  holders  have  been  printed  in 
eis  of  thousands  of  college  and  law  school  alumni  directories 
•h'ch  may  not  be  reprinted  for  decades;  scores  of  mailing  lists 
i'e  the  old  box  number  on  them;   stationery  in  business  and  legal 
:ies  and  manuscript  covers  on  legal  documents  show  post  office 
oo:  numbers.     This  assures  that  correspondents  will  for  decades 
uf;  these  numbers;  but  the  postal  policies  will  insure  that  mail 
It  returned  or  thrown  away  instead  of  delivered;  and 

WHEREAS.     the  above  facts  show  that  a  post  office  box  number 
i«a  significant  property  right;   that  the  arbitrary  and 
ca>ricious  taking  of  it  should  not  be  allowed  without  due 
p:l)cess;  and  that  the  post  office  has  grievously  mistreated  box 
hi ders  through  its  policies  concerning  box  holders;  and 

NOW  THEREFORE.    BE  IT  RESOLVED  by  the  City  Council  of  the 
C  y  of  Eufaula,  Alabma,   that  it  deplores  the  policies  and 
lad.ions  of  the  post  office  which  deprive  its  patrons  of  their  box 
nwibers  and  which  cause  it  to  discr imi natorily  fail   to  deliver 
mij.l   to  post  office  box  patrons;   and  which  cause  mistreatment  of 
pCit  office  box  patrons  who  have  no  competitive  alternative  to 
tl*'  non-responsive,  monopolistic  postal  bureaucracy;  and 

!BE  IT  FURTHER  RESOLVED  that   copies  of  this   resolution  be 
it  to  the  members  of  the  Congressional  Delegation  from  Alabama 
wi.h  a  request   for  relief;  and 

BE  IT  FURTHER  RESOLVED  that  copies  of  this  resolution  be 
sot  to  the  members  and  staff  of  the  Postal   Rate  Commission  with 
tYi  request  that  it  be  treated  as  a  complaint  under  Title  39, 
Sirtion  3662,  and  that  the  Postal   Rate  Commission  will  hold  a 
hiing  in  Eufaula,  Alabama,   so  that  interested  citizens  may  have 
a  leaningful  opportunity  to  be  heard,  and  with  the  request  that 
tit  Commission  will  direct  that  postal  patrons  be  restored  to 
tl'ir  box  numbers  and  that  postal  box  patrons  be  freed  from  this 
dj.cr imination  to  which  they  have  been  subjected;  and 
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3X  patrons  oi   tnea*    .^i-a  — -      _   —  - 


jjl     ^BkAi^tis     V  «■   —      —   -      .  — ..•u^i^nc 

jrohibit  anyone  in  the  post  office  from  making  or  enforcing  rules 
nich  direct  that  mail  be  delivered  to  multiple  addresses  at 
jjltiple  post  office  expense  when  it  can  be  placed  in  a  post 
c:fice  box,   or  which  direct  that  mail  be  returned  when  it  is 
lidrcssed  to  a  box  holder's  home  address,  or  which  prevent  the 
j>st  office  from  giving  out  a  list  of  box  holders  to  persons  who 
|.sh  to  address  mail  sensibly  and  intelligently  without  having  to 
||ess  who  has  a  post  office  box  and  whose  mail  the  post  office 
,11  not  deliver  when  it  is  addressed  to  the  proper  house  number; 
nd 

BE  IT  FURTHER  RESOLVED  that  copies  of  this  resolution  be 
^•nt  to  the  President  and  the  President  Elect  with  the  request 
liat  they  seek  post  office  management  that  will  have  compassion 
j)r  the  rights  and  concerns  of  postal  patrons;  and 

BE  IT  FURTHER  RESOLVED" that  copies  of  this  resolution  be 
^'int  to  the  Consumer  Advocate  of  the  Postal  Rate  Commission  and 
tie  Members  and  Staff  Director  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
(mmittee  on  Postal   Operations  and  Services  and  to  the  Members 
iid  Staff  Director  of  the  Senate  Committee  on  Federal  Services, 
l)St  Office,   and  Civil   Service,  with  the  request  that  they  enact 
Tsgislation  to  secure  a  bill  of  rights  for  postal  patrons  and 
•.pecially  for  post  office  box  holders;  and 

BE  IT  FURTHER  RESOLVED  that  a  copy  of  this  resolution  be 
v.nt  to  the  postmaster  and  staff  of  the  Eufaula  Post  Office  with 
<ir  thanks  for  their  helpfulness  in  the  face  of  orders  and  rules 
;om  above  that  unnecessarily  increase  the  workload  and 
nnecessarily  cause  mail  to  be  returned  and  thrown  away  when  it 
Duld  be  delivered  and  arbitrarily  cause  postal  patrons  to  suffer 
iiconvenience  and  disservice. 

(ADOPTED  AND  APPROVED  this   S  "    day  of   /OejLe.r^^A^^  ^ 
.)88. 

CITY  OF  EUFAULA,    ALABAMA.  ' 
A  MUNICIPAL  CORPORATION 


Charles  Blackmon,  Council  President 

.TTEST: 


inSa  M.  ♦Jalden.  Cit 


y  Clerk 
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^  SljS>t  CHARLES  BUKCKMON.  Prrsiden. 

MAVO*  LEON  B  SLNGER,  Presi-ienl  Pro  Tempore 

,  rvno  SIM  HLNES,  JR. 

December  9,  E.  M.  WHITE 

S  CALTON 


Stephen  A.    Cold.  Esquire 

Consumer   Advocate.    Postal  Rate  Commission 
2202  Lock  Lomond  Drive 
Vienna.   VA .  22180 

Dear   Mr.  Gold: 

w  tHev     have     received  troa 

effects   on  postal  patrons. 

^  „ith  the     opening     of     the  new 

Th.  .=s.  rec.n.  blow  »  ""''^//^/"  .r  .h.  Saturday  b.^cr.        op...d  on 

Sond.y,    .nd   for  .any  no   .oon.r  oh.n^od  by   so.oone  ac   .  hlgb.r 

„„.  -told     thac     th.lr  """^";„^'told  that  nothing  could  b.  6on..  Th.. 

r.:r"r/-"n:;.cr":d^-^°.r^ir":ta:rn.  .nd  ^^^^r^^  --rr^a:;: 

lra»I-.n.  avan  r/Ior/nror.-aUnc!::".. a  u.u.Uy  ra.pon.^v,  .o  cb. 

and     our     government     ana     out  6 
citirens. 

rh-nees     Will     result     m  great 

ra:"brrrnr:./r.rn::-i^.  FSrn^raufrrbHb  ra:.::r::r;. 

office  officials. 

V,  — .  courteous     and  as 

„.  do  noc  fauU  .b.  ^'^'\''"'''Z\7'"  t'.  oZ  explain.  1.  d.r.o.ad  ac  cb. 
^.lp£ul     a.     --b.y     Have     bean  ^'^^J-^^J  ..oi.ion    effecting  local 


as     courteous     and  as 

;tal  eTOpxoyec-     

,     allowed     to  be.     Our  coaple 
. V  _  -  rH*  deci 

U.   S.   Postal   Service  at  the 
citizens  - 

^   •;r^e   these  post  office  wrongs. 
^     -tcistance     in     remedying  these  po* 


in 


Sincerely , 


Sam  Sladc 
Mayor 


VICe'chIiRMAN.    BARBOUR  COUNTY  COMMISSION 
620  DAVIS  T-ANE 
EUFAULA,    ALABAMA  36027 


^  o 


December    1^-  1988 

The  Honorable  Janet  D.  SteiRer 
323  Constitution  Avenue  NE 
Washington.    D.C.  20002 


So 


Dear  Ms.  Steiger: 

,  .„  .nc.c.ns  .  -.o.u..c„  M  .-.t-  Coun'V  Co™...-^"^  t:"*.!"? ..-"..r/s 

....  c... ro.ri-i:^rLr.:.r"r.^T.;p::irr  in 

el     ro..c.     to  the  patrons.     In  'f  ^ ' '%'^^'„„„s  .„d  tha>r  correspondents 
Che    loss   of   untold  working   hours   tor   these  ^""^'^  „  forwardins  .nd 

'h!     post     o.-.-.ce     ..U      spend  I  e-v's...  to  be  cost.ns  "Or.  .n 

returning          1 .     The   supposed  ^'>^"^"^°\°^* 
expense   and       s t r  e. tment    OJ    patrons   than  they  a 

.he  postal  rules  result  ^'^^;:^j:T\.::^'':::irir:^'^'^^ 

adOress.      Th.s  uill   cause   great   losses   to  thos  ^^^^ 
cnansed     and     whose     ...1  ^11^'''' ^ZinlVj^  ^o.     number,     vh.ch  have 

..dress  order  expires  under  postal  rules.     El  „,,c.,   is  another 

been     held     for     irore     than     forty  years, 
example  of   postal  mistreatment   of   its  patrons. 


I  would  appreciate  vcrv  much  your  ^^^^  ^^^^ViU  not  suffer  arbitrary  returns  of 
that      box     holders   and  other   postal  ,3,  puicW  action  be  taken 

.Heir   man   and   loss  of    their  "mbers  before   a  half    job  of  address 

to     restore   the   postal    patrons   to   their  do 
changes  makes   the  matter  worse. 


chanRes  ma^c^ 

,  ^.U  be  verv  grateful  U  you  can  help  our  c.ti.ens  ...h  P->-- 
\ours   very  sincerely. 


Grover  Berry  Forte 
Vice  Chairman 


JEC  .  .  388 


K  h:    c->  1.-    -r  T  o  N 
OF"  ttme: 

KEOUtSTISr.   ASSISTANCF.  WITH   Rr.SPECT  TO   »>OST  OFFICE   t'P.  ACT  I  Ct:-. 


Ty><«   h'nst    Otfice   omplovce«    m     K.ulaulA,      Alab/ima,      arc     m  .  our  L  oon  . 

h^'.  riri.il      and      k  :iow  1  ed>j«  b  I  r     y,roup,      who   should   be   ..-ommended    ror    rh'tir  ifiortj: 
><••■•.•■    rr(jsL.\l    pa  Lr  on  IS; 

rh*"  Tost  Oliii-t*  n«s  ror/MiLly  open<»d  a  new  postal  :jci)»t.v  -.  !i  Ku'.flul.i. 
i  !  Ab.^ma  ; 

The  planning  for  post  office  boxes  was  apparently  grossly  m i pmanaged ,  in 
chat  adequate  provisions  were  not  made  for  the  existing  post  office  box 
patrons'  numbers  to  be  used  or  provided  for  in  the  numbering  system,  and  scores 
of  postal  box  patrons  were  arbitrarily  and  capriciously  deprived  of  ordinary, 
logical  numerical  box  numbers  held  by  them  for  up  to  fifty  years,  without 
notice   and   without    a   right    to   a  hearing; 

SoTT.eone  in  the  Birmingham  office  of  the  post  office  rearranged  the  box 
numbers  for  the  Eufaula  Post  Office  m  such  a  way  as  to  deprive  manv  box 
holders  o:  their  box  number  through  an  arbitrary  and  capricious  and  unneccssarv 
elimination  of  the  numbers,  in  some  cases  eliminating  a  number  bv  leaving  a  box 
wiLhout  a  number,  and  in  some  cases  providing  for  unnumbered  boxes  to  be  ripi'»rd 
cut   and   replaced   in  order    to  deprive   box  patrons   of    their  number; 

The  post  office  has  offered  no  excuse  for  the  mismanagement  and  lack  of 
planning  which  resulted  in  a  failure  to  provide  for  the  continuation  of 
ordinary   logical    box  numbers  of   long  standing; 

The  post  office  seeks  to  justify  the  massive  disruption  of  its  box  patrons 
and  their  loss  of  forwarding  service  after  one  year  and  its  vast  increase  in 
workload  for  extra  handling  and  rerouting  of  mail  and  double  labor  to  return 
mail  withouL  deliverv,  by  suggesting  Lh>at  it  is  more  convenient  and  economicn] 
to   eliminate    logical    numbers   and   use   an   incomplete   set   of  numbers; 

The   post   office   bureaucracy  has  adamantly  refused  any  relief; 

The  box  holders  will  suffer  substantial  deprivation  of  rights  and  will  be 
deprived  without  due  process  of  their  expectation  of  continued  use  of  the  box 
number   they  have  contracted   for  and  have  renewed  annually  for  many  years; 

Elderly  persons  of  limited  means  who  have  a  post  office  box  for  receiving 
Social  Security  checks  have  had  to  change  box  numbers  in  order  to  keep  from 
having  to  rent  more  expensive  boxes  which  were  assigned  their  number;  the 
resulting  disruption  and  changes  will  be  of  great  expense  to  the  Social 
Security  Administration  for   It  to  make  the  uncalled  for   changes   in  its  records; 


Box  holder*  will  lose  their  Investreenti  in  printed  check*  and  printed 
form*  and  printed  stationery;  they  will  be  caused  vast  expenses  for  notifying 
thousands  and  thousands  of  correspondents  of  a  change  of  address;  they  will 
have  valuable  mail  returned  because  the  post  office  only  honors  a  change  of 
address  for  one  year  and  returns  mall  as  "unknown"  or  "moved  left  no  address" 
thereaf  ter ; 

Others  who  have  had  their  boxes  changed  by  the  post  office  have  suffered 
the  loss  of  mall  and  have  had  their  mail  returned  and  have  had  friends  and 
relatives  and  business  contacts  lose  touch  with  them; 

The  post  office  has  mounted  a  campaign  of  discrimination  against  box 
holders   in   that : 

mall   addressed  to  a  boxholder's  home  will  no  longer  be  placed     in  his 

box ; 

mail  addressed  both  to  a  boxholder's  box  and  street  address  will  be 
returned     if  the  box  has  been  discontinued,   even  if   the  street  address 

is  correct; 

mail  addressed  to  a  boxholder's  home  after  a  change  of  address  to  the 
box  has  been  filed,  will  be  returned  ot  thrown  in  the  garbage  can 
instead  of  placed  in  the  box,   if  a  year  has  expired; 

It  is  well  known  that  brides  and  hostesses  use  the  telephone  directory  for 
addressing  invitations,  but  the  post  office  returns  their  mail  when  addressed 
to  a  boxholder,  thus  spoiling  the  high-priced  stamp  and  the  expensive 
invitation;  yet  the  post  office  discriminates  against  the  boxholders  as  well  as 
the  brides  and  hostesses  by  placing  them  In  a  Catch-22  situation  and  refusing 
to  sell  a  list  of  boxholders  for  use  in  determining  whose  mail  has  to  be 
addressed  to  a  box  in  order  to  get  it  delivered; 

The  post  office  will  not  deliver  to  some  city  homes  without  a  box  being 
placed  on  the  street,  but  the  post  office  cannot  or  will  not  protect  the  box 
from  vandals;  and  the  residents  must  rent  a  post  office  box  to  avoid  having 
unsightly  bashed  In  boxes;  but  the  post  office  then  return*  important  letters, 
dividend  checks,  invitations,  and  thank  you  notes,  and  throws  away 
non-first-class  mail,  because  It  ha*  adopted  a  rule  prohibiting  the  postal 
personnel  from  placing  the  mail  in  the  post  office  box;  th-is  rule  requires 
substantial  overtime  and  additional  manpower  for  delivery  of  the  mail  to  street 
addresses  when  it  could  be  placed  In  a  post  office  box  at  much  les*  expen*e;  it 
also  causes  much  non-f Irst-class  mail  to  be  thrown  away  at  great  los*  to  the 
postal  patrons,   even  though  the  postal  per*onnel  know  where  to  deliver  it; 

Businesses  and  professional*  have  spent  year*  and  have  invested 
significant  sum*  publicizing  their  addre**e*  in  advertising,  manuacript  cover*, 
brochure*,  and  semi-permanent  publication*.  Box  number*  of  boxholders  have 
been  printed  In  tens  of  thousand*  of  college  and  law  achool  alumni  dlrectorle* 
which  may  not  be  reprinted  for  decade*;  *core*  of  mailing  li*t*  have  the  old 
box  number  on  them;  stationery  In  bualne**  and  legal  file*  and  manuscript 
covers  on  legal  document*  show  po*t  office  box  number*.  Thi*  a**ure*  that 
correspondent*  will  for  decades  use  these  numbers;  but  the  postal  pollclea  will 
insure  that  mall  1*  returned  or  thr.own'  away  Instead  of  delivered; 


The  above  facts  show  that  a  po»t  office  box  number  is  a  significant 
property  right;  that  the  arbitrary  and  capricious  taking  of  it  should  not  be 
allowed  without  due  process;  and  that  the  post  office  has  grievously  mistreated 
boxholders   through   its   policies  concerning  boxholders; 

NOW  THEREFORE.  be  it  resolved  by  the  Barbour  County  Commission  that  it 
deplores  the  policies  and  actions  of  the  post  office  with  respect  to  the 
deprivation  of  the  box  numbers  of  its  patrons  and  with  respect  to  its 
discriminatory  failure  to  deliver  mail  t'o  post  office  box  patrons;  and  with 
respect  to  its  mistreatment  of  its  post  office  box  patrons  who  have  no 
competitive   alternative   to   the  non-responsive,   monopolistic  postal  bureaucracy; 

FURTHER  RESOLVED  that  copies  of  this  resolution  be  sent  to  the  members  of 
the  Congressional   Delegation  from  Alabama  with  a  request  for  relief; 

FURTHER  RESOLVED  that  copies  of  this  resolution  be  sent  to  the  members  and 
staff  of   the   Postal  Rate  Commission  with  the  request   that  it     be     treated     as  a 

complaint  under  Title  39,  Section  3662,  and  that  the  Postal  Rate  Commission 
will  hold  a  hearing  in  Eufaula,  Alabama,  so  that  interested  citizens  may  have  a 
meaningful  opportunity  to  be  heard,  and  with  the  request  that  the  Commission 
will  direct  that  postal  patrons  be  restored  to  their  box  numbers  and  that 
postal  box  patrons  be  freed  from  this  discrimination  to  which  they  have  been 
subjected ; 

FURTHER  RESOLVED  that  copies  of  this  resolution  be  sent  to  the  members  of 
the  Board  of  Governors  of  the  Post  Office  and  to  the  Postmaster  General,  with 
the  request  chat  the  Board  of  Governors  prohibit  bureaucrats  in  the  post  office 
from  depriving  box  patrons  of  their  box  numbers  and  that  the  Board  of  Governors 
prohibit  anyone  in  the  post  office  from  making  or  enforcing  rules  which  direct 
that  mail  be  delivered  to  multiple  addresses  at  multiple  post  office  expense 
when  it  can  be  placed  in  a  post  office  box,  or  which  direct  that  mail  be 
returned  when  it  is  addressed  to  a  boxholder's  home  address,  or  which  prevent 
the  post  office  from  giving  out  a  list  of  boxholders  to  persons  who  wish  to 
address  mail  sensibly  and  intelligently  without  having  to  guess  who  has  a  post 
office  box  and  whose  mail  the  post  office  will  not  deliver  when  it  is  addressed 
to   the   proper   house  number; 

FURTHER  RESOLVED  that  copies  of  this  resolution  be  sent  to  the  President 
and  the  President  Elect  with  the  request  that  they  seek  post  office  management 
that  will  have  compassion  for  the  rights  and  concerns  of  postal  patrons; 

FURTHER  RESOLVED  that  copies  of  this  resolution  be  sent 'to  the  Consumer 
Advocate  of  the  Postal  Rate  Commission  and  the  Members  and  Staff  Director  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  Committee  on  Postal  Operations  and  Services  and  to 
the  Members  and  Staff  Director  of  the  Senate  Committee  on  Federal  Services, 
Post  Office,  and  Civil  Service,  with  the  request  that  they  enact  legislation  to 
secure  a  bill  of  rights  for  postal  patrons  and  especially  for  post  office 
boxholders ; 


FURTHER  RESOLVED  that  a  copy  of  this  resolution  be  sent  to  the  postmaster 
and  scaff  of  the  Eufaula  Post  Office  with  our  thanks  for  their  helpfulness  in 
the  face  of  orders  and  rules  from  above  that  unnecessarily  Increase  their 
workload.  and  unnecessarily  cause  mail  to  be  returned  and  thrown  away  when  it 
could  be  delivered,  and  arbitrarily  cause  postal  patrons  to  suffer 
inconvenience     and  disservice. 


I 
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POSTAL  RATE  COMMISSION 
Washington,  D.  C.  20268-0001 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

December  22,  2988 

Re:     Docket  No.  C89-2 

Complaint  of  the  City 
of  Eufaula,  Alabama 


Louis  A.  Cox,  Esquire 

Office  of  the  General  Counsel 

U.  S.  Postal  Service 

475  L'Enfant  Plaza  West,  S.  W. 

Room  9150 

Washington,  D.  C.  20260-1141 
Dear  Mr.  Cox: 


B<i'^^"''  DOCKETED 


There  is  enclosed  a  copy  of  A  Complaint  filed  under  39  U.S. C.  § 
3662  from  the  Barbour  County  commission  and  City  of  Eufaula,  Alabama 
for  filing,  dated  December  9,   1988,  received  in  Docket  Section  on 
December  22,   1988,  which  has  been  designated  as  indicated  aibove. 

Your  attention  is  directed  to  Section  84  of  the  Commission's 
Rules  of  Practice  which  requires  that  answers  to  complaints  shall  be 
filed  and  served  within  thirty  days  after  the  filing  of  the  complaint 
with  this  Commission. 


Very  truly  yours, 

Charles  L.  Clap^\ 
Secretary 

Enclosure 

cc:     Grover  Berry  Forte,  Vice  Chairman 
Barbour  County  Commission 
620  Davis  Lane 
Eufaula,  Alabama    3  6027 

OGC,  Secretary,  Files 
pmb 
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ORIGINAL 


RECEIVE  n  ORDER  NO.  813 

r.-c  0  ^  ^5  ■ '  yfi 

^  .    UNITED  STATES  OF  AMERICA 

r:sTM  .  ^'It'/ry     postal  rate  COMMISSION 

OiFlCE  C'   .         t     WASHINGTON,   D.C.  20268-0001 

Before  Commissioners:        Janet  D.  Steiger,  Chairman; 

Patti  Birge  Tyson,  Vice-Chairman; 
John  W.  Crutcher;  Henry  R.  Folsom; 
W.H.  "Trey"  LeBlanc,  III 

Complaint  of  the  City  of  )  Docket  No.  C89-2 

Eufaula,  Alabama  ) 


NOTICE  AND  ORDER  ON  FILING  OF  COMPLAINT  OF 
THE  CITY  OF  EUFAULA,  ALABAMA 


(Issued  December  22,  1988)  ^  i988 


\  r'  

The  Postal  Rate  Commission  has  received  a  complaint- -  - -t£'^'^ 
filed  under  39  U.S. C.  §  3662  from  the  Barbour  County 
Commission  and  City  of  Eufaula,  Alabama.^    From  the  material 
filed  with  the  Commission  it  appears  that  the  Barbour  County 
Commission  and  City  of  Eufaula,  Alabama,  are  asserting  that 
the  Postal  Service's  plans  to  eliminate  the  current  post 
office  box  numbers  of  the  Eufaula  postal  patrons  and  require 
the  use  of  new  box  numbers  constitutes  unreasonable 
discrimination  among  mail  users  in  the  provision  of  postal 
services.     39  U.S. C.  §  403(c).     It  is  requested  "that  the 
Postal  Rate  Commission  (will)  hold  a  hearing  in  Eufaula, 
Alabama,  so  that  interested  citizens  may  have  a  meaningful 
opportunity  to  be  heard,  and  ....  the  Commission  (will) 
direct  that  postal  box  patrons  be  restored  to  their  box 
numbers.   .  ." 


^    The  Commission  received  a  letter  dated  December  9, 
1988  from  Sam  Slade,  Mayor  of  the  City  of  Eufaula,  Alabama 
and  a  letter  dated  December  14,  1988  and  accompanying 
Resolution  74-1988  from  Grover  Berry  Forte,  Vice  Chairman, 
Barbour  County  Commission. 


-  2 


Under  the  Commission's  rules  of  practice  (39  C.F.R. 
S  3  001.84)  the  Postal  Service  has  30  days  to  file  an  answer 
to  a  complaint.    As  explained  below,  we  are  invoking  rule  85 
(39  CFR  §  3001.85)  with  respect  to  informal  methods  of 
resolution.    We  will  thus  postpone  the  formal  answer  until 
the  outcome  of  informal  approaches  is  clear.    The  Postal 
Service  and  the  parties  will  be  notified  of  the  date  for 
filing  an  answer  to  the  complaint. 

It  is  Commission  policy  and  practice  "to  encourage  the 
resolution  and  settlement  of  complaints  by  informal 
procedures  ..."   (39  C.F.R.  §  3001.85.)     Although  it  is 
requested  that  a  hearing  be  held  in  Eufaula,  Alabama,  we 
believe  that  informal  procedures  would  be  the  best  route  to 
take  at  this  time.     Therefore,  pursuant  to  rule  85,  the 
Chairman  will  appoint  a  coordinator  of  informal  resolution 
efforts.     The  scheduling  of  any  formal  procedures  such  as 
hearing  dates  and  due  date  for  petitions  of  intervention  will 
be  postponed,  until  it  is  clear  that  such  procedures  are 
needed. 

It  is  ordered; 

(1)  The  Commission  will  employ  informal  procedures, 
pursuant  to  section  85  of  the  rules  of  practice,  in  this 
case. 

(2)  Further  procedural  dates,  including  the  Postal 
Service's  answer,  will  be  provided  for  in  future  orders. 
By  the  Commission.  .  . 


(SEAL) 


Charles  L.  CI  a; 
Secretary 


TO  BE  PUBLISHED  IN  THE  FEDERAL  REGISTER 

Docket  No.  C89-2 
Complaint  of  the  City  of 
Eufaula,  Alabama 

MEMORANDUM  TO  FILES; 

The  attached  Notice  and  Order   (designated  Order  No.   813) , 
was  sent  to  the  Federal  Register  for  publication;  and  to  all 
person(s)    listed  on  service  card(s)   for  this  docket..  ,  - 


cc :  OGC 
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UNITED  STATES  OF  AMERICA  ^  ,r 

POSTAL  RATE  COMMISSION      "^^^^  ' 
WASHINGTON,    D.C.   20268-0001,     o  . -, 

Complaint  of  the  City  of        )  Dgfip^j^t  No.  CS^^^'fe 

Eufaula,  Alabama  )  "  { 


1 

r    -^^v^w  -'  - -- 


NOTICE  DESIGNATING  COORDINATOR  FOR /^^ 

INFORMAL  RESOLUTION  PROCEDURES     rf  DEC.i.'MSSS 
PURSUANT  TO  RULE  85(a) 


(December  22,  1988)  . 

By  Order  No.  813   (December  22,  1988)  the  Commission  gave 
notice  of  the  filing  of  this  service  complaint  and  determined 
to  use,  at  the  outset,  the  informal  methods  of  resolution 
provided  for  in  rule  85   (39  CFR  §  3001.85).     Any  scheduling 
of  formal  hearing  procedures  was  deferred  until  the  need  for 
them  became  clear. 

Under  Rule  85,  I  am  designating  Stephen  A.  Gold,  the 
Director  of  the  Office  of  the  Consumer  Advocate,  to 
coordinate  efforts  at  informal  resolution.     This  role  is 
analogous  to  that  of  settlement  conference  coordinator,  to 
which  the  Director  has  commonly  been  appointed;  therefore,  he 
is  the  appropriate  person  to  manage  the  informal  resolution 
efforts  which  in  this  case  precede  any  adversary  proceedings. 


^net  D.  Stei^er 
Chairman 


Docket  No.  C89-2 


CERTIFICATE  OF  SERVICE 
I  hereby  certify  that  I  have  this  date  served  the  foregoing 
document  upon  all  participants  of  record  in  this  proceeding  in 
accordance  with  section  12  of  the  rules  of  practice. 


A.  GOLD 
Consumer  Advocate 


'Washington,  D.C.  20268-0001 
June  1989 


SAMSIADE 

MAVOK 

HDA  M.  WALDEN 

TY  CLDlK/rR£ASUR£JI 

,.IMYS.  C ALTON 

OTY  ATTOW«Y 


CITY  OF  EUFAULA 

p.  O.  DRAWER  CIS  •EUPAULA.  AlABAMA  SStCT  •  OOM  WT  ISK 


AUXKMEM 

CHARLES  BLACKMON.  PrnidBit 
LEON  B.  SINGER,  President  Pro  Tempore 
SIM  HDSES,  JR. 
WILL  P.  PRICE 
E.M.  WHTTE 


March  31,  1989 


Mr.  Stephen  A.  Gold 
Postal  Rate  Commission 
Washington,  D.C.  20268-0001 

Dear  Mr.  Gold: 


As  President  of  the  governing  body  which  approved  the  petition  mentioned  in 
your  March  28,  1989  letter  to  Mayor  Slade,  I  am  responding  to  that  letter  at 
his  request. 

Contrary  to  your  comment  that  the  people  are  generally  satisfied  with  the  Postal 
Service,  I  do  not  share  that  same  impression.  It  is  still  a  sore  subject  among 
many  of  our  citizens  including  several  of  my  fellow  couneilmen. 

One  reason  the  complaints  have  been  mitigated  somewhat  is  that  our  Postmaster, 
Doug  Nolin,  has  gone  above  and  beyond  the  call  of  duty  in  accommodating  those 
people  and  businesses  affected  by  the  new  box  setup. 

From  a  practical  standpoint,  we  realize  that  little  or  nothing  can  or  will  be 
done  to  undo  the  box  setup.    Our  concern  is,  what  will  happen  when  Doug  Nolin 
retires  and  a  new  person,  possibly  with  no  background  of  the  messup,  starts 
strickly  enforcing  the  rules  from  on  high?    We  are  looking  for  some  assurances 
from  someone  with  authority  that  Eufaula  will  be  considered  an  exception 
case  for  many  years  to  come.    We  realize  this  is  asking  for  special  treatment 
but  believe  this  is  warranted  under  the  circumstances. 

You  may  call  me  at  205/687-2032  if  you  wish  to  discuss  the  contents  of  this 
letter.    Thank  you  for  your  time  and  consideration  In  this  matter. 

Sincerely, 


I 


Char  le  s  -Bla  ckmon 
President,  City  Council 

RCB/ktb 

cc:    >fayor  Slade 
Doug  Nolin 
Berry  Forte 


NITED  STATES  POST  OFFICE 


April  20,  1989 


REF: 


F0:R3G:pr:9992 


Eufaula,  AL 


Stan  Mires 

Assistant  General  Counsel 
Rate  Application  Division 
Law  Department 
Postal  Service  Headquarters 
Washington,  D.C.  20260-1143 


Attached  please  find  copy  of  letter  sent  to  Stephen  A.  Gold,  Postal 
Pate  Ccffirrassion,  Washington,  D.C. 

Also  attached  are  Polaroid  pictures  of  the  postings  behind  the  box 
section  to  assure  we  have  the  old  and  new  box  nunibers  correct.  All 
e.Tployees  are  aware  of  the  situation  and  there  will  be  no  changes  in 
the  future. 


M.  F.  Keene 

MSG  Manager /Postr.aster 
Montgonery,  AL  36119-9998 


Atta^nent  2 

P0:RBG:pr:9392 

April  20,  1989 


Mr.  Charles  Blackmcsn 
President,  city  Council 
City  of  Eufaula 
P.O.  Drawer  613 
Eufaula,  AL  35027-0613 


^  Camlsslon,  Ffeshlj^tai,  D.C. 

'Ws  office  Is  the  nanar-™,*  i 

Office  and  I  want  tS^SST^'S^t'^S^'^^^        ^  P«t 
Postmaster  In  Eufaula^^eTLS^!^^"^        ^  Nolln  retSs  as 
-xvlce  t.1^  ^  S^^^^^S^ 

I  have  asslor^d  r    b       _  . 

~t  t»  affected  ^  S^^SLS^^L'^S^*  ^» 


M.  F.  Keene 

MSC  J-fenager/Pcjstinaster 
Mantganery,  AL  36119-9998 


I'ostal  Legal  Ttept. 


CITY  OF  EUFAULA 

r.  U.  DRAWER  til  •EUKAULA.  ALABAMA  KOZT  •  ItOMWT  im 

ALDOtMEN 

CHARLES  BLACKMON.  Prrsident 
LEON  B.  SINGER.  President  Pro  Tempore 
SIM  HINES,  JR. 
WILL  P.  PRICE 
E.M.  WHITE 


May  3.  1989 


Mr.  Stephen  A.  Gold 
Postal  Rate  Commission 
Washington,  D.C.  20268-0001 

Dear  Mr.  Gold: 

To  follow  up  on  our  phone  conversation  of  this  date,  I  am  enclosing  a  copy 
of  a  letter  received  from  Mr.  M.  F.  Keene. 

If  we  have  problems  with  service  at  a  future  date  we  will  recontact  you. 
Thank  you  very  much  for  your  concern,  help  and  cooperation  in  this  matter. 


Sincerely, 


Charles  Blackmon 
President-City  Council 


RCB/ktb 

enclosure 

cc:    Berry  Forte 


StA  SIADE 

MAVOM 

lO^M.  WALDEN 

C  30VTR£ASUR£R 

•1  S.  CALTON 
T  ArrofucY 


) 


Att. 


iment  5 


POSTAL  RATE  COMMISSION 
Washington.  D  C.  2026B 


Office  of  the 
Consumer  Advocate 


May  25,  1989 


Grover  Beriry  Forte,   Vice  Chairman 

Barbour  County  Conunission 

620  Davis  Lane 

Eufaula,  Alabama  36027 

Dear  Mr.  Forte: 

I  am  in  receipt  of  a  May  3  letter  from  Charles  Blackmon, 
President  of  the  City  Council  of  the  City  of  Eufaula.     Based  on 
this  letter  and  my  conversations  with  Mr.  Blackmon,   it  is  my 
understanding  that  he  is  satisfied  with  the  current  state  of 
affairs  with  respect  to  the  complaint  pending  before  the  Postal 
Fate  Commission.     As  you  know  Mr.  Blackmon  received  written 
assurances  from  M.F.   Keene,   the  MSC  Manager  in  Montgomery, 
Alabama  that  the  present  policy  of  service  to  Eufaula  boxholders 
would  continue  even  after  Mr.  Doug  Nolin  retires  as  the 
postmaster  in  Eufaula. 

Assuming  that  you  agree  with  Mr.  Blackmon,   I  would 
appreciate  you  sending  me  a  letter  confirming  that  sentiment,  and 
requesting  dismissal  of  your  complaint  before  the  Postal  Rate 
Commission. 


Sincerely 


Stephen  A.  Gold 
Consumer  Advocate 


At 


lent  4 


UNITED  STATES  POSTAL  SERVICE 
Law  Department 
475  L'Enfant  Plaza.  SW 
Washington.  DC  20260-1100 


June  8,  1989 


Stephen  A.  Gold,  Director 
Office  of  the  Consumer  Advocate 
Postal  Rate  Commission 
Suite  300 

1333  H  Street,  N-W. 
Washington,   D.C.  20268-0001 

Re:     Docket  No.  C89-2,  Complaint  of  the  Citv  of  Eufaula. 
Alabama   (filed  December  22,  1988) 

Dear  Mr.  Gold: 

Please  find  attached  correspondence  directed  to  this  office 
by  Mr.  M.F.  Keene,  MSC  Manager/Postmaster  of  Montgomexy*  Alabama, 
with  regard  to  the  continuing  efforts  to  assure  the  convenience 
of  box  delivery  customers  at  the  new  Eufaula  Post  Office. 
Included  in  this  material  are  photographs  showing  lists  of  old 
and  new  box  numbers  posted  behind  the  box  section  to  assure  that 
mail  is  properly  delivered.     As  previously  explained  in  Mr. 
Keene 's  letter  to  the  President  of  the  Eufaula  City  Council, -i/ 
special  care  will  be  taken  to  ensure  that  those  efforts  continue 
beyond  the  current  postmaster's  eventual  retirement.    We  hope 
that  this  information  will  be  of  assistance  in  this  matter. 


Sincerely, 


Stanley  F.  Mires 
Assistant  General  Counsel 
Rate  Application  Division 
Law  Department 


Attachments 


1/  Attached  to  our  letter  to  you  dated  May  2,  1989. 


•  ORIGINAL  ♦ 


BEFORE  THE 
POSTAL  RATE  COMMISSION 
WASHINGTON,   D.C.  20268-0001 


J  S'  I  - 


•13 


C6mplaint  of  ttier  City  of 
Eufaula,  Alabama 


) 
) 


Docket  ^p."  'C89-2 


REPORT  OF  THE  DIRECTOR  OF  \ 
THE  OFFICE  OF  THE  CONSUMER  ADVOCATE  ^ 


On  December  22,   1988,  the  Commission  appointed  me  to 
coordinate  efforts  at  informal  resolution  of  the  complaints  filed 
by  the  City  of  Eufaula,  Alabama  and  the  Barbour  County 
Commission.     The  complaints  had  asserted  that  the  Postal 
Service's  plans  to  eliminate  the  current  post  office  box  numbers 
of  the  Eufaula  postal  patrons  and  require  the  use  of  new  box 
numbers  constituted  unreasonable  discrimination  among  mail  users 
in  the  provision  of  postal  services.     39  U.S.C.  §  403(c). 

Contacts  were  initiated  with  the  various  parties  as  well  as 
with  the  Postal  Service  who  was  represented  by  Stanley  F.  Mires, 
Assistant  General  Counsel,  Rate  Application  Division.     Mr.  Mires 
and  I  agreed  that  resolution  of  this  matter  would  have  to  be 
effected  at  the  local  level.     Consequently,  discussions  were 
commenced  with  Mr.  M.  F.  Keene,  MSC  Manager/Postmaster, 
Montgomery,  Alabama.     It  was  determined  that  although  nothing 
could  be  done  to  go  back  to  the  original  postal  box  setup  every 
effort  would  be  made  to  assure  delivery  of  mail  to  Eufaula 


# 


Docket  No.   C89-2  -  2  - 

customers  whether  or  not  the  correct  box  number  was  on  the  mail 
piece. 

In  a  letter  dated  March  31,  1989,  Charles  Blackmon, 
President  of  Eufaula  City  Council  advised  me  that  the  council  was 
looking  for  some  assurance  that  the  "special  treatment"  being 
afforded  the  city  would  continue  after  the  present  postmaster 
retires.     (Attachment  1).     On  April  20,  1989,   such  assurance  was 
given  to  Mr.  Blackmon.     (Attachment  2).     On  May  3,   1989,  having 
received  the  assurance  he  requested,  Mr.  Blackmon  indicated  that, 
at  last  for  the  moment,  the  problem  was  resolved.     He  stated  in 
his  letter  that  "[i]f  we  have  problems  with  service  at  a  future 
date  we  will  recontact  you."     (Attachment  3). 

I  have  also  been  advised  by  the  Postal  Serviced  that  lists 
of  old  and  new  box  numbers  are  posted  behind  the  box  section  to 
assure  the  mail  is  properly  delivered.     (Attachment  4).  As 
evidence  of  this  fact,  the  Postal  Service  provided  photographs  of 
the  lists  in  question. 

Efforts  have  been  made  to  contact  Grover  Berry  Forte,  Vice 
Chairman  of  the  Barbour  County  Commission  in  order  to  assess 
their  views  and  to  effectuate  withdrawal  of  the  petition  if 
possible.     To  date,  however,  these  efforts  have  been 
unsuccessful.     My  letter  dated  May  25,  1989  (Attachment  5)  is 
still  unanswered. 


( 


Docket  No.  C89-2  -  3  - 

In  light  of  these  developments,  my  recommendation  to  the 
Commission  is  that  it  issue  an  order  to  show  cause  why  the 
complaints  filed  in  this  case  should  not  be  dismissed. 

Respectfully  Submitted, 


STEPHEN  A.  GOLD 
Consumer  Advocate 


DALLAS  W.  KECK.  Postmaster 


6  May  1991 


Sir. 


I  am  in  receipt  of  Victor  M.  Walters's  letter  of  May  3  in  which  we  box  holders  are 
informed  that  our  addresses  will  be  changed  and  that  our  hours  will  continue  to 
be  truncated.  Each  of  these  proposals  is  an  aboohite  outrage. 

I  have  had  the  same  address  for  27  years.  But  even  if  I  l%ad  had  it  only  one 
day.  there  is  absolutely  no  reason  whatsoever  to  change  our  addresses.  There  is 
only  one  box  in  our  postal  zone  with  our  number.  Where  it  is  physically  -located  bears 
absolutely  no  relevance  whatsoever  to  what  that  number  or  zone  may  be  is  evidenced 
by  the  fact  that,  even  though  our  boxes  are  at  a  different  location  from  where  they 
were  prior  to  October  17.  1989,  our  addresses  have  undergone  np  changes.  Moving 
the  boxes  once  again  will  do  absolutely  nothing  to  change  that  fact.  Changing  our 
numbers  and/or  zone  will  accomplish  absolutely  nothing  for  you  and  cause  great 
inconvenience  and  unnecessary  expense  for  each  of  us.  Your  proposal  to  make  these 
changes  is  an  absolutely  outrageous  absurdity  I 

In  response  to  my  letter  of  January  21  (reproduced  overleaf),  you  told  me 
that  our  access  to  our  mall  at  the  Main  Post  Office  from  6  a.m.  'til  midnight  every 
single  day  of  every  single  year,  was  the  result  of  non-postal  personnel  being  available 
at  that  venue.  We  didn't  know  that.  All  we  knew  is  that  we  had  access  to  our  mail 
from  6  a.m.  'til  midnight  every  single  day  of  every  single  year.  We  assumed,  as  any 
reasonable  person  would,  that  we  were  paying  for  that  access.  At  no  time  were  we 
informed  that,  were  the  location  of  our  mail  to  be  changed,  we  would  no  longer  have 
access  from  6  a.m.  'til  midnight  every  single  day  of  every  single  year. 

Since  the  venue  has  been  changed  and  the  hours  truncated.  I  frequently 
pass  within  a  few  blocks  of  my  mail  during  the  course  of  my  normal  activities.  But. 
during  the  course  of  my  normal  activities.  I  J7everhave  access  to  my  mail  and  always 
have  to  make  a  special  19  mile,  40  minute  trip  to  get  my  mail  as  I  did  today,  having 
absolutely  no  other  reason  whatsoever  to  go  downtown. 


Don't  change  our  addresses! 
Return  our  hours! 


Imploringly, 


Post  Office  Box  1058 


Anthony  Frank,  Postmaster  General 


lALLAS  W.  KECK,  Postmaster:  21  January  1991 

took  a  year  and  a  quarter  of  constant  inconveniences,  but  now  I'm  angry: 
I  During  the  year  and  a  quarter  since  the  Earthquake 

Me  have  to  travel  3.4  miles  farther 

)  get  our  mail  than  we  had  to  before  the  Earthquake; 

ve  can't  buy  stamps 

■om  our  own  species; 

^e  can't  send  packages; 

i^e  can't  register  mail; 

ve  must  make  special  trips 

•  collect  our  mail  as  I  had  to  today. 

For  the  first  time  since  April  of  1964,  almost  27  years  ago  when  I  opened  my  box,  did  I  show 
)  during  daylight  hours  of  a  Federal  holiday  and  fail  to  gain  access  to  my  box  and  the  mail  within 
Worse,  I  made  a  special  trip  of  19  miles  for  the  sole  purpose  of  collecting  my  mail.  I  will  have  to  repeat 
lat  same  special  trip  tomorrow. 

I  will  have  paid  approximately  eighty  minutes  and  two  gallons  of  gasoline  to  get  my  mail  when 
i  am  paying  for  a  service  that,  prior  to  the  move,  allowed  me  to  collect  ray  mail  before  midnight  on  Sun 
I  r  any  other)  day  as  I  would  have  on  my  way  home  around  22:40  yesterday. 

Prior  to  the  move,  I  never  had  to  make  specisd  trips  to  get  my  mail  because  the  hours  were 
1  ch  that  I  could  get  my  mail  during  the  course  of  my  normal  activities.  Now,  I  sdways  have  to  make 
« special  trip  to  get  my  mail  as  the  boxes  are  /lever  accessible  during  the  course  of  my  normal  activities. 

We  are  paying  for  services  that  we  are  not  receiving.  We  are  paying  for  access  to  our  boxes 
bm  6  a.m.  'til  midnight.  We  aren't  getting  it.  We  are  paying  for  personal  postal  services  that  we  arent 
Itting.  We  are  paying  for  one-stop  convenience  that  we  aren't  getting. 

We  can  understand  the  change  of  location.  But  how  do  you  explain,  after  a  year  and  a  quarter, 
t  e  extreme,  and  totally  unacceptable,  diminidiment  in  services  for  which  we  are  paying? 

Give  it  back. 


Post  Office  Box  1058 

F  stmaster  General 


i 


D.S.P.S.   RETAIL  UNIT  LOCATIONS 


The  following  are  the  names  and  addressed  of  Retail  Units 
within  a  4-6  block  radius  of  the  old  Main  Post  Office  at  7th 
and  Mission  Streets. 

I  CONTRACT    STATION    36     (Merrills    Drug  Store) 

1091  Market 

CONTRACT  STATION  37  (Merchandise  Mart) 
22  -  9th  Street 

STATION  23  (Emporium) 
835  Market  Street 

STATION  57  (Macy's) 
Stockton  and  O'Farrell 

CITY  HALL  STATION, 
Civic  Center 

FEDERAL   BLDG.  STATION 
450  Golden  Gate  Avenue 

FOX  PLAZA 
1390  Market 

CIVIC  CENTER  POSTAL  UNIT 
101  Hyde  Street 

letail  Services  available  at  Contract  Station  36,  1091  Market 
ire : 

Acceptance  of  regular  domestic  mails 

Stamps  sales 

Money  Orders 

Certified  Mail 

Registry  (up  to  $1000.00) 

Express  Mail 

Acceptance  of  International  mails 

lours:  Monday  -  Friday  8:00  AM  -  5:00  PM 
Saturday  10:00  AM  -  2:00  PM 

ontract  Station  36  is  on  the  corner  of  7th  Street  and  Market, 
ne-half  block  from  the  old  Seventh  &  Mission  Street  Main  Post 
f f ice . 


DALLAS  W.  KECK.  Postmaster 


6  May  1991 


Sir. 


I  am  in  receipt  of  Victor  M.  Walters's  letter  of  May  3  in  which  we  box  holders  are 
informed  that  our  addresses  will  be  changed  and  that  our  hours  will  continue  to 
be  truncated.  Each  of  these  proposals  is  an  abaotute  outrage. 

I  have  had  the  «Lme  address  for  27  years.  But  even  if  I  had  had  it  only  one 
day.  there  is  absolutely  no  reason  whatsoever  to  change  our  addresses.  There  is 
only  one  box  in  our  postal  zone  with  our  number.  Where  it  is  physically  located  bears 
absolutely  no  relevance  whatsoever  to  what  that  number  or  zone  may  be  is  evidenced 
by  the  fact  that,  even  though  our  boxes  are  at  a  different  location  tram  where  they 
were  prior  to  October  17,  1989,  our  addresses  have  undergone  no  changes.  Moving 
the  boxes  once  again  will  do  absolutely  nothing  to  change  that  fact.  Changing  our 
numbers  and/or  zone  will  accomplish  absolutely  nothing  for  you  and  cause  great 
inconvenience  and  unnecessary  expense  for  each  of  us.  Your  proposal  to  make  these 
changes  is  an  absolutely  outrasecus  absurdity! 

In  response  to  my  letter  of  January  21  (reproduced  overleaf),  you  told  me 
that  our  access  to  our  mail  at  the  Main  Post  Office  from  6  a.m.  'til  midnight  every 
single  day  of  every  single  year,  was  the  result  of  non-postal  personnel  being  available 
at  that  venue.  We  didn't  know  that.  All  we  knew  is  that  we  had  access  to  our  mail 
from  6  a.m.  'til  midnight  every  single  day  of  every  single  year.  We  assumed,  as  any 
reasonable  person  would,  that  we  were  paying  for  that  access.  At  no  time  were  we 
informed  that,  were  the  location  of  our  mail  to  be  changed,  we  would  no  longer  have 
access  from  6  a.m.  'til  midnight  every  single  day  of  every  single  year. 

Since  the  venue  has  been  changed  and  the  hours  truncated.  I  frequently 
pass  within  a  few  blocks  of  my  mail  during  the  course  of  my  normal  activities.  But, 
during  the  course  of  my  normal  activities.  I  never  have  access  to  my  mail  and  always 
have  to  make  a  special  19  mile.  40  minute  trip  to  get  my  mail  as  I  did  today,  having 
absolutely  no  other  reason  whatsoever  to  go  downtown. 


Don't  change  our  addresses! 
Return  our  hours! 


Imploringly. 


Post  Office  Box  1058 


Anthony  Frank,  Postmaster  General 


DALLAS  W.  KECK.  Postmaster:  21  January  1991 

t  took  a  year  and  a  quarter  of  ccmstant  inconveniences,  but  now  I'm  angry: 
During  the  year  and  a  quarter  since  the  Earthquake 

we  have  to  travel  3.4  miles  farther 

JO  get  our  mail  than  we  had  to  before  the  Earthquake; 

ive  can't  buy  stamps 

'rom  our  own  species; 

ive  can't  send  packages; 

iVe  can't  register  mail; 

A^e  must  make  special  trips 

0  collect  our  mail  as  I  had  to  today. 

For  the  first  time  since  April  of  1964,  almost  27  years  ago  when  I  opened  my  box,  did  I  show 
ip  during  daylight  hours  of  a  Federal  holiday  and  fail  to  gain  access  to  my  box  and  the  mail  within 
t.  Worse,  I  made  a  special  trip  of  19  miles  for  the  sole  purpose  of  collecting  my  mail.  I  will  have  to  repeat 
hat  same  special  trip  tomorrow. 

1  I  will  have  paid  approximately  eighty  minutes  and  two  gallons  of  gasoline  to  get  my  mail  when 
am  paying  for  a  service  that,  prior  to  the  move,  allowed  me  to  collect  my  mail  before  midnight  on  Sun 
)r  any  other)  day  as  I  would  have  on  my  way  home  around  22:40  yesterday. 

P^ior  to  the  move,  I  never  had  to  make  special  trips  to  get  my  mail  because  the  hours  were 
uch  that  I  could  get  my  mail  during  the  course  of  my  normal  activities.  Now,  I  always  have  to  make 
special  trip  to  get  my  mail  as  the  boxes  are  never  accessible  during  the  course  of  my  normal  activities. 

We  are  paying  for  services  that  we  are  not  receiving.  We  are  paying  for  access  to  our  boxes 
pom  6  a.m.  'til  midnight.  We  aren't  getting  it.  We  are  paying  for  personal  postal  services  that  we  arent 
Btting.  We  are  paying  for  one-stop  convenience  that  we  aren't  getting. 

We  can  understand  the  change  of  location.  But  how  do  you  explain,  after  a  year  and  a  quarter, 
le  extreme,  and  totally  unacceptable,  diminishment  in  services  for  which  we  are  paying? 

Give  it  back, 


Post  Office  Box  1058 

>stmaster  General 


0  BOARD  OF  SUraHVISCRS » 


&  SOCIAL  POUCI  COM.  BT 


13,  1991 


We  do  not  have  to  go  to  foreign  lands  to  fig^t  for  democracy.  The  fight 
for  democracy  is  here  at  home. 

I        The  Postal  Service  is  a  corparation  outside  of  the  democratic  process, 
P outside  of  the  system  of  checks  and  balances.    It  replaced  the  Post  Office  Dept. 
in  1970,  ^en  mailing  a  letter  cost  6  cents. 

How  are  things  now?    Note  this  recent  headline  in  the  Pittsburgh  Pi^ss: 
"Postal  brass  got  bonuses  despite  red  ink."   While  the  Postal  Service  was  losing 
$l.li  billion  in  three  years.  Postal  Service  executives  secretly  took  $20  million 
in  bonuses. 

The  law  says  the  Postal  Service  is  operated  fundamentally  as  a  service 
to  the  people.    The  dictators  of  the  Postal  Service  take  the  attitude  that 
we  the  people  have  to  serve  them. 

Thus,  for  their  own  convenience  they  deprive  some  3,000  post  office  box  holders  of 
addresses  that  they  have  held  for  as  long  as  hO  years,    Bex  ntmbers  of  aie  to  five  digits 
are  ordered  changed  to  six  digit  numbers  of  the  Postal  Service's  choice. 
This  will  have  caused  great  troi±>le  and  expense,  and  —  after  forwarding  ends 
next  July  —  it's  sure  to  cause  box  holders  to  lose  touch  with  many  correspondents. 

And  of  course  San  Francisco  is  being  arbitrarily  deprived  of  its  Main  Post 
Office  since  190^.    The  U.S,  Post  Office  and  Coiarthouse  is  listed  in  the 
National  Register  of  Historic  Places  as  "a  monumental  biiilding,"  among  the  most 
ornate  public  buildings  in  the  West. 

The  city,  the  neighboring  community,  and  visitors  from  all  over  lose  a 
^center  for  some  70  services.    Now  irtiat  services  remain  are  scattered  in  many 
llpost  offices,  from  the  Tenderloin  to  the  EnJbarcadero  to  Hunters  Point. 

The  law  says  that  before  closing  a  post  office,  the  Postal  Service  must 
notify  and  involve  the  community.    It  did  not.    It  ignored  the  community. 

When  we  s^pealed  to  the  Postal  Rate  Commission,  the  Postal  Service  said 
in  effect  —  through  its  Washington  lawyer  —  that  it  is  above  the  lawj  it  can 
do  anything  it  wants  to  San  Francisco  and  can't  be  touched.    It  would  not  even 
answer  questions.    We  got  nowhere. 

The  law  says  the  Postal  Service  must  keep  the  public  informed  about  its 
dec  is  ion -making  processes.    It  does  not.    The  postmaster  of  San  Francisco  — 
who  incidentally  does  not  live  in  San  Francisco  —  made  a  secret  deal  to  abandon 
our  Main  Post  Office. 

In  his  first  and  only  notice  to  patrons,  last  April,  he  claimed  that  the 
"permanent  closure  of  the  Main  Post  Office"  was  "caused  by  the  earthquake  of  1989-" 
But  witnesses  reported  little  damage  to  the  postal  areas,  and  the  Court  of  Appeals 
plans  to  move  back  when  work  to  the  building  is  done  in  three  or  four  years. 

The  Main  Post  Office  was  specifically  established  by  an  act  of  Congress, 
ander  the  Constitution,  with  the  people's  money.  Can  a  bureaucrat  be  allowed 
bo  disestablish  it  —  arbitrarily  and  secretly? 

We  Post  Office  Patrons  ask  the  City  and  County  to  take  action  —  both  legally, 
I  through  the  City  Attorney;  and  politically,  through  legislation  by  our  U.S.  Senators,  to: 

(1)    Reopen  the  Main  Post  Office.    (2)    Stop  the  box-number  changes. 

The  I-Iain  Post  Office  site,  at  Seventh  and  Mission,  was  selected  a  century  ago, 
Ln  1891.    This  would  be  a  fitting  centennial. 


m 


D.S.P.S.  RETAIL  UNIT  LOCATIONS 


The  following  are  the  names  and  addressed  of  Retail  Units 
rfithin  a  4-6  block  radius  of  the  old  Main  Post  Office  at  7th 
and  Mission  Streets. 

CONTRACT  STATION  36  (Merrills  Drug  Store) 
1091  Market 

CONTRACT  STATION  37  (Merchandise  Mart) 
22  -  9th  Street 

STATION  23  (Emporium) 
835  Market  Street 

STATION  57  (Macy's) 
Stockton  and  O'Farrell 

CITY  HALL  STATION, 
Civic  Center 

FEDERAL  BLDG.  STATION 
450  Golden  Gate  Avenue 

FOX  PLAZA 
1390  Market 

CIVIC  CENTER  POSTAL  UNIT 
101  Hyde  Street 

'eetail  Services  available  at  Contract  Station  36/  1091  Market 
jcre : 

,  Acceptance  of  regular  domestic  mails 

Stamps  sales 
Money  Orders 
Certified  Mail 
Registry  (up  to  $1000.00) 
Express  Mail 

Acceptance  of  International  mails 

iDurs:  Monday  -  Friday  8:00  AM  -  5:00  PM 
Saturday  10:00  AM  -  2:00  PM 

ijntract  Station  36  is  on  the  corner  of  7th  Street  and  Market/ 
lie-half  block  from  the  old  Seventh  &  Mission  Street  Main  Post 
|:f  ice . 


rO  BCAHD  OF  SUPERVISCRS  *  Bq^jMIC  &  SOCIAL  POUCT  CCM.  BI  P^^W.  L07IN(ER,  AUG.  13,  1991 

We  do  not  have  to  go  to  foreign  lands  to  fi^  fcp  democracy.    The  fight 
for  democracy  is  here  at  home. 

The  Postal  Siervice  is  a  corporation  outside  of  the  democratic  process, 
outside  of  the  system  of  checks  and  balances.    It  replaced  the  Post  Office  Dept. 
in  1970,  when  mailing  a  letter  cost  6  cents. 

How  are  things  now?    Note  this  recent  headline  in  the  Pittsburgh  Press: 
"Postal  brass  got  bonuses  despite  red  ink."   While  the  Postal  Service  was  losing 
$l»h  billion  in  three  years.  Postal  Service  executives  secretly  took  $20  million 
in  bonxises. 


I 

The  law  says  the  Postal  Service  is  operated  fundamentally  as  a  service 
to  the  people.    The  dictators  of  the  Postal  Service  take  the  attitude  that 
we  the  people  have  to  serve  them. 

Thus,  for  their  own  convenience  they  deprive  some  3,000  post  office  bcoc  holders  of 
addresses  that  they  haive  held  for  as  long  as  hO  years.    Box  numbers  of  one  to  five  digits 
are  ordered  changed  to  six  digit  numbers  of  the  Postal  Service's  choice. 
This  will  have  caused  great  trouble  and  expense,  and  ~  after  forwarding  ends 
next  July  —  it's  sure  to  cause  box  holders  to  lose  touch  with  many  correspondents. 

And  of  course  San  Francisco  is  being,  arbitrarily  deprived  of  its  Main  Post 
Office  since  190^.    The  TJ.S*  Post  Office  and  Courthouse  is  listed  in  the 
National  Register  of  Historic  Places  as  "a  monumental  building,"  among  the  most 
ornate  public  buildings  in  the  West. 

The  city,  the  neighboiring  community,  and  visitors  from  all  over  lose  a 
jcenter  for  some  70  services.    Now  irtiat  services  remain  are  scattered  in  many 
^  post  offices,  from  the  Tenderloin  to  the  Embarcadero  to  Hunters  Point. 

The  law  says  that  before  closing  a  post  office,  the  Postal  Service  must 
notify  and  involve  the  community.    It  did  not.    It  ignored  the  community. 

When  we  appealed  to  the  Postal  Rate  Commission,  the  Postal  Service  said 
in  effect  —  through  its  Washington  lawyer  —  that  it  is  above  the  law;  it  can 
io  anything  it  wants  to  San  Francisco  and  can't  be  touched.    It  vould  not  even 
answer  questions.    We  got  nowhere. 

The  law  says  the  Postal  Service  must  keep  the  public  informed  about  its 
lecision-makLng  processes.    It  does  not.    The  postmaster  of  San  Erancisco  — 
Aio  incidentally  does  not  live  in  San  Francisco  —  made  a  secret  deal  to  abandon 
our  Main  Post  Office. 

In  his  first  and  only  notice  to  patrons,  last  April,  he  claimed  that  the 
'permanent  closure  of  the  Main  Post  Office"  was  "caused  by  the  earthquake  of  1989." 
3ut  witnesses  reported  little  damage  to  the  postal  areas,  and  the  Court  of  Appeals 
Jlans  to  move  back  when  work  to  the  building  is  done  in  three  or  four  years. 

The  Main  Post  Office  was  specifically  established  by  an  act  of  Congress, 
inder  the  Constitution,  with  the  people's  money.  Can  a  bureaucrat  be  allowed 
;io  disestablish  it  ~  arbitrarily  and  secretly? 


We  Post  Office  Patrons  ask  the  City  and  County  to  take  action  —  both  legally, 
^  ihroug^^e  City  Attorney;  and  politicalHy,  through  legislation  by  our  U.S.  Senators,  to; 

<'''^7l)jReopen  the  Main  Post  Office . ^2 ) ^ Stop  the  box-nui*er  changes. 

The  Main  Post  Office  site,  at  Seventh  and  Mission,  was  selected  a  century  ago, 
-n  1891.    This  would  be  a  fitting  centennial. 
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^emo  to  Economic  a4[H^cial  Policy  Committee 

August  13,  1991  Economic  and  Social  Policy  Committee  Meeting 

Item  5    -  File  13-91 


1.  This  item  is  a  hearing  to  consider  the  closure  and/or  abandonment  of  the 
Main  Post  Ofi&ce  at  7th  and  Mission  Streets. 

2.  Mr.  John  O'Keefe,  Manager  of  Support  Services,  of  the  San  Francisco 
Post  Office  reports  that  the  Main  Post  Office  at  7th  and  Mission  Streets  was  closed 
following  the  earthquake  that  occurred  on  October  17,  1989.  Mr.  O'Keefe  advises 
that  the  faciUty,  which  is  owned  by  the  Federal  Greneral  Services  Administration 
(GSA),  sustained  extensive  damage  and  was  condemned.  According  to  Mr. 
O'Keefe,  the  Post  Office  has  no  future  plans  to  restore  postal  services  at  this 
facility.  Mr.  O'Keefe  reports  that  the  postal  services,  which  were  provided  at  the 
7th  and  Mission  Streets  facihty,  are  now  being  provided  at  three  separate  postal 
fadUties  at  the  following  locations: 


Location 

1)  101  Hyde  Street 


2)  390  Main  Street 


3)  1390  Market  Street 


Services  Provided 

Post  Office  Boxes 
General  Delivery 
Firm  Callers 
Seaman  Will-Call  Unit 

Carrier  Services 
Delivery  Services 


Retail  Services 


3.  Mr.  O'Keefe  advises  that  the  closure  of  the  7th  and  Mission  Streets  fedlity 
did  not  result  in  any  transfer  of  services  to  the  City  Hall  postal  facility.  Mr.  Harry 
Quinn  reports  that  under  the  City's  lease  with  the  San  Francisco  Post  Office,  the 
Post  Office  pays  the  City  $1  per  month  for  the  rental  of  the  City  Hall  facihty.  Mr. 
Quinn  advises  that  the  reason  the  monthly  rental  is  only  $1  per  month  is  because, 
the  postal  facility  offers  convenient  services  to  the  City  departments  located  in,  as 
well  as  outside,  City  Hall. 

4.  Ms.  Mary  Filippini,  Executive  Assistant  to  the  Regional  Administrator, 
of  the  GSA  reports  that  the  facihty  at  7th  and  Mission  Streets  is  scheduled  to 
undergo  construction  and  renovation,  which  will  begin  in  approximately  one 
year.  It  is  anticipated  that  the  project  would  be  completed  within  a  two  to  three 
year  period.  Ms.  Filippini  advises  that  when  construction  is  completed,  the  area 
which  previously  housed  the  Main  Post  Office  will  be  used  as  expanded  space  for 
the  U.  S.  Court  of  Appeals. 

5.  Mr.  Alan  Manning  and  Mr.  Paul  Lovinger,  residents  of  San  Francisco, 
have  registered  complaints  with  the  San  Francisco  Post  Office  and  have  petitioned 
the  U.S.  Postal  Rate  Conmiission  regarding  the  closure  of  the  Main  Post  Office. 
Mr.  Manning  and  Mr.  Lovinger  have  advised  that  their  concerns  include,  but  are 
not  limited  to,  the  following: 


BOARD  OF  SUPERVISORS 
BUDGET  ANALYST 


l^Iemo  to  Economic  aJiK)cial  Policy  Committee 

August  13,  1991  Economic  and  Social  Policy  Committee  Meeting 


(1)  The  Main  Post  Office  facility  at  7th  and  Mission  Streets,  which  opened 
in  1905,  had  significant  historical  and  architectural  value  and  should 
be  preserved. 

(2)  Due  to  the  dosxire  of  the  facility,  the  Post  Office  Box  numbers  have  been 
changed,  which  has  resulted  in  inconvenience,  additional  costs  and 
the  potential  loss  of  correspondence  to  businesses  as  well  as 
individuals. 

(3)  Full  postal  services,  which  were  provided  at  the  Main  Post  Office,  are 
now  provided  at  several  separate  locations,  which  has  resulted  in 
significant  inconvenience  to  post  office  patrons  in  the  South  of  Market 
and  Tenderloin  areas  as  well  as  other  parts  of  the  City. 

(4)  Some  services,  such  as  the  24  hour  guard  services  and  access  to  Post 
Office  Box  services  for  18  hours  a  day  365  days  a  year,  which  were 
provided  at  the  Main  Post  Office,  are  no  longer  available. 

(5)  The  Main  Post  Office  was  closed  without  adequate  notification  to 
patrons  and  without  addressing  community  input  or  concerns. 


i 


ROARn  OF  SITPRRVISORS 
BUDGET  ANALYST 


POST  OFFICE  PATRONS 


NEWS  RELEASE 
Ayg.  7,  1991 


For  further  information,   call  Paul  W.  Lowinger,    (415)  564-2083. 
If  no  answer,   call  Alan  H.  Manning,  731-2401, 
or  Harold  Treskunoff,  771-3049. 

A  hearing  "to  consider  the  abandonment  or  closing  of  the 
Main  Post  Office"  is  scheduled  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  for 
Tuesday,   August  13,  at  2  p.m.  in  Room  228  of  City  Hall.     It  will 
be  before  the  Economic  and  Social  Policy  Committee,  headed  by 
Supervisor  Willie  Kennedy. 

The  office  is  part  of  the  U.S.  Post  Office  and  Coyrthouse, 
listed  in  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places  as  "a  monumental 
building**  and  among  the  most  ornate  public  buildings  in  the  West. 
Its  site,  at  Seventh  and  Mission  Streets,  waa  selacted  one  century 
ago,   in  1691.     The  post  office  opened  in  1905  and  survived  the 
1906  earthquake  and  fire,   thanks  to  heroic  fire-fighting  by 
postal  workers. 

After  the  1989  earthquake  the  building  was  temporarily  closed. 
The  Court  of  Appeals  plans  to  move  back  after  structural  work  is 
done,  but  not  the  Postal  Service.     The  Main  Post  Office  provided 
some  70  services.     Now  for  different  services,   patrons  must  go  to 
di^'ferent  offices,   as  far  as  2^  miles  apart  (e.g.   to  Hyde  Street 
in  tne  Tenderloin  for  box  service  and  general  delivery;  to 
Evans  Avenue  near  Hunters  Point  for  claims,  bulk  rates,   or  special 
permits;  to  Steuart  Street  near  the  Bay  for  special  stamps,  etc.). 

A  group  called  Post  Office  Patrons  (POP)  contends  that  the 
closing  violates  procedures  in  the  U.S.  Postal  Code  because  the 
Postal  Service  failed  to  notify,  involve,  or  consider  the  community 
in  making  the  deciaion.     They  seek  action  by  the  City  to  reopen 
the  post  office.     The  Postal  Service  says  the  closing  of  post 
offices  within  a  city  is  subject  to  no  law,   as  long  as  all  of  them 
are  not  closed. 


(more ) 


(2 


Postal  patrons  were  first  notified  about  the  office's 
future  on  April  22  when  a  notice  to  relocated  box  holders  from 
the  local  postmaster,   Dallas  Keck,  referred  in  passing  to 
"the  permanent  closure  of  the  Main  Post  Office,   caused  by  the 
earthquake  of  1999."     Later  his  spokesman  acknowledged 
(ExaTiiner,   May  27)    that  permanent  closure  was  being  planned 
even  before  the  earthquake. 


Box  patrons  ousted  from  the  Main  Post  Office  had  another 
hardship  to  suffer.     They  were  told  that  their  box  numbers 

held  for  as  long  as  40  years        would  be  changed  to 
six-digit  numbers  of  the  Postal  Service's  choosing.  They 
would  have  one  year  to  make  the  switch   (to  July,  1992). 
About  3,500  are  affected.     Their  boxes  now  are  at  101  Hyde  St. 

One  of  the  POP  activists,   Alan  Hall  Manning,  who  holds 
P.O.  Box  1  and  heads  the  charitable  Box  One  Foundation, 
filed  a  complaint  --  still  pending        with  the  U.S.  Postal 
Rate  Commission.     He  said  the   address  changes  would  take  away 
patrons'    investments  of  time  and  money  in  those  addresses 
"without  due  process**  and  cause  box  holders  to  lose  touch 
with  friends,  relatives,   and  business  contacts. 

The  Coalition  for  San  Francisco  Neighborhoods,  representing 
52  community  associations,   has  adopted  a  resolution  calling  for 
the  reopening  of  the  Main  Post  Office  and  protesting  the  loss 
of  box  patrons'  addresses. 

Other  resolutions  urging  the  preservation  and  restoration 
of  the  Maif^  Post  Office  have  been  adopted  by  the  City  and  County 
Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory  Board,  the  Victorian  Alliance, 
and  the  South  of  Market  Boys. 


Box  Changes 


### 
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*  Paul  W.  Lovinger,  P.O.  Box  3hS,  San  Pirancisco,  CA  91101 


1.  As  word  spreads  that  the  Postal  Service  does  not  want 
to  reopen  the  Main  Post  Office,  Seventh  and  Mission  Streets, 
reactions  in  San  Francisco  vary  from  surprise  to  shock. 

Civic  organizations,  one  after  another,  go  on  recoird  deploring 
the  closing  of  the  post  office  and  calUng  for  its  reopening. 
The  official  Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory  Board  urges  that 
it  be  saved,  and  the  Board  of  Supervisors  plans  a  public  hearing 
on  the  matter. 

2.  To  abandon  a  main  post  office  In  a  monumental  building 
valued  in  the  nine-figure  range  and  deprive  residents  of  a 
comnun  ity  and  city  of  a  valuable  package  of  services  without 

so  much  as  the  posting  of  a  notice  to  patrons  would  have  been 
unthinkable  two  years  ago. 

3«    The  people  cannot  understand  how  it  can  happen  that 
in  a  democratic  government  someone  can  give  away  their 
traditional  main  post  office  that  they  took  for  granted  for 
some  eight  decades,  that  is  listed  in  the  National  Register  of 
Historic  Places,  without  any  chance  to  express  an  opinion. 

li.  They  are  displeased  by  efforts  to  cover  up  the  facts. 
Take  the  way  the  postmaster  claimed  that  "the  permanent  closure 
of  the  Main  Post  Office"  was  "caused  by  the  earthquake  of  1989" 
("Petition  for  Review,"  p.  10),  his  press  spokesman  later 
admitting  that  even  before  the  earthquake,  they  were  planning 
to  close  the  post  office  ("Response  to  Respondent's  Notice...," 
p.  16). 


5.  Letter^BI  the  postmaster  are  ignored,  ^^.ephone  calls  are 
sidetracked.  Postal  patrons  who  protest  find  out  that  all  citizens' 
protests  are  met  with  stony  silence  —  or  worse. 

6.  While  the  first -named  petitioner  was  collecting  signatures  on 
an  informal  petition  against  a  related  abuse  by  the  postmaster  (the 
threatened  loss  of  box  addresses  when  the  Entbarcadero  Postal  Center  Box 
Unit,  Harrison  and  Main  Streets,  closes  July  6),  the  official  in  charge 
of  the  bCK  unit  had  a  postal  policeman  oust  him  from  the  premises.  Later 
when  the  petitioner  moved  to  the  public  sidewalk,  a  few  feet  from  "Uie 
entrance,  another  postal  policeman  ordered,  "Go  to  the  ccamerJ" 

The  petitioner  had  violated  no  rule  or  law,  but  his  First  Amendment 
right  to  petition  was  violated  by  the  Postal  Service. 

7.  Postal  Service  executives,  from  top  to  bottom,  remain 
unapproachable  and  unresponsive  to  the  public.    Urgent  letters  appealing 
to  the  postmaster  general  go  unanswered  month  after  month.    The  Postal 
Service  generally  will  readily  conmiuiicate  only  for  the  purpose  of 
giving  orders.    Even  then,  accuracy  is  no  priori tgr.    Note,  e.g.,  the 
appended  letter  misinforming  a  patron  that  his  box  would  be  relocated  to 
"Fox  Plaza"  when  actually  the  boxes  were  to  be  located  on  Hyde  Street. 
Petitioner  Daniel  Volk  says  that  a  few  months  ago,  postal  en^loyees 
assured  him  that  his  box  address  would  not  be  changed.    He  spent  ^■600 

to  print  it  on  business  items,  then  soon  got  notice  that  it  would  chanj^e. 

8.    In  previous  papers,  petitioners  showed  how  the  Postal  Service 

failed  to  follow  even  the  most  elementary  procedures  required  by  law, 

never  even  posting  a  single  notice  about  the  closing  of  the  Main  Post 

Office.    ("Petition  for  Review,"  par.  15,  16,  20,  26;  "Response  to 

Respondent's  Notice...,"  par.  IS,  19-21,  2h,  25j  and  "Motion  for 

Suspension....")    So  much  fcr  publicizing  its  "decision-making  processes"! 

It  is  the  policy  of  the  United  States... that  the  public  Is 
entitled  to  the  fullest  practicable  information  regarding  the 
decisionmaking  processes  of  the  Federal  Government.    The  Postal 
Service  is  charged  to  provide  the  public  with  this  information... 
[Sunshine  Act  as  cited  In  39  C.F.R.,  Sec.  1.U3. 


9.  Among  the  factors  to  be  considered  in  an^'  post  office  closing 
is  the  effect  on  employees.    The  loss  in  jobs  taking  place  is  another 
side  of  the  loss  in  service  resulting  from  the  post  office  closing. 
Economic  savings  also  have  to  be  considered,  but  how  can  the  wasting 
of  a  large  sum  on  an  unnecessary  new  building  be  justified  as 
economic  savings?    The  move  to  a  bcoc  unit  at  101  Hyde  Street  is  wholly 
unnecessary  when  there  is  an  adequate  temporary  box  unit  at 
Harrison  and  Main  Streets  —  about  to  close  on  July  6  —  and  a 
permanent  place  for  boxes  at  the  Main  Post  Office,  vhere  they  had 
always  been  before  the  1989  closing.    The  boxes  now  at  Harrison 

and  Main  Streets  are  the  sane  boxes  that  were  removed  from  the  walls 
of  the  Main  Post  Office.    They  could  easily  go  back  there. 

10.  The  effect  on  the  community  was  evidently  ignored.    In  the 
South  of  Market  community,  in  which  the  Main  Post  Office  is  located, 
postal  customers  talk  about  the  inconvenience  they  must  put  up  with  now; 
business  people  tell  of  distress  from  a  virtual  depression  brought  about 
by  the  post  office's  closing. 

11.  Denise  Lafon,  manager  of  the  Hotel  Grand  Southern,  1095 
Mission  Street,  looks  across  Mission  at  the  brick-faced-with-granite 
landmark  across  the  street  and  laments  its  closing.    "It's  not  very 
pleasant  for  the  tenants.    They  can*t  mail  packages  or  get  stamps  here 
or  any  of  the  conveniences  that  we  miss.    It's  inconvenient  to  have  to 
go  way  down  to  the  Rincon  Annex,"  she  says.    That  post  office  (not  to 
be  confused  with  the  Rincon  Annex  on  Mission  Street  near  the  waterfjront, 
silently  closed  earlier  in  a  questionable  manner)  is  on  Steuart  Street, 
over  a  mile  and  a  half  away.    Althou^  a  new  little  contract  station 

in  a  store  is  closer,  "it  has  minimal  service."    About  three-fourths 
of  the  hotel's  96  rooms  are  occupied  by  permanent  residents,  about 
half  of  them  working  people  and  half  retirees,  she  says.    None  of  them 
have  caz*s. 
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12.  The  economic  impact  of  the  post  office  closing  on  the 

South  of  Market  business  community  has  been  heavy.    At  Pan  Am  Asia  Co., 
a  shoe  store  at  1091  Mission  Street,  owner  Thomas  J.  Schwankl  finds 
that  the  closing  of  the  Main  Post  Office,  on  the  heels  of  the  earthquake, 
has  depressed  the  area  and  "hurt  my  business  badly  and  other  businesses 
the  same  way,"  let  alone  causing  everyone  inconvenience. 
At  the  Brazilian  Fruit  Basket,  owner  Elvia  Santos  regrets  the  loss  of  a 
potential  clientele  and  the  lack  of  a  full-service  post  office  in  her 
connunity,  South  of  Market  (Soma).  (Statements  of  both  are  appended.) 

13.  The  owner  of  George»s  News  Stand,  27  Seventh  Street,  just 
across  little  Stevenson  Street  from  the  Main  Post  Office,  reports  that 
the  volume  of  business  has  declined  20  percent  siace  the  post  office's 
closing,  as  approximately  li,000  fewer  people  per  day  pass  by. 

And  as  a  result  of  the  closing,  "Business  is  down  80  percent"  at 
Lloyd's  Bar  and  "business  has  been  devastated"  at  Stromboli's  Restaurant, 
on  two  comers  of  Seventh  and  Mission* 

Hi.    Resolutions  already  have  been  adopted  by  five  official  and 
unofficial  bodies  —  practically  unanimously  —  as  follows: 


June  18  —  the  Coalition  for  San  Pi*ancisco  Neighborhoods, 
representing  52  coranunity  associations  throu^out  the  city, 
declared  that  the  Main  Post  Office  should  be  reopened,  that  the 
building's  postal  areas  be  unchanged,  that  officials  involved  be 
urged  to  restore  the  interior,  and  that  full  postal  services  be 
resumed  there.    CSFN  also  protested  changes    box  patrons*  addresses. 

June  19  —  the  Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory  Board,  official 
body  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Rrancisco,  iirged  the  preservation 
and  restoration  of  the  Main  Post  Office. 

June  2li  —  the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and  County  of 
San  Francisco,  the  legislative  body,  decided  to  conduct  a  public 
hearing  on  the  closing  of  the  Main  Post  Office  and  request  that 
the  postmaster  explain  its  closing. 

June  26  —  the  Victorian  Alliance,  a  civic  crgani2ation 
concerned  with  historic  preservation,  protested  the  closing  of  the 
Main  Post  Office  and  urged  that  no  substantial  changes  be  made  to 
the  building's  postal  areas  and  that  postal  service  be  reinstated 
as  quickly  as  it  is  feasible. 


June^r  —  the  South  of  Market  Boys,  5B.vic  and  historical 
group,  noting  how  the  closing  of  the  Main  Post  Office  had  deprived 
the  Soma  conmiunity  of  convenient  access  to  the  full  range  of 
postal  services,  protested  the  removal  of  postal  operations  ftrom 
the  Main  Post  Office  and  called  for  their  resumption.   (See  text.) 

15.  The  postmaster  of  San  Francisco  was  so  little  concerned  about 
the  patrons'  convenience,  that  when  he  closed  the  Main  Post  Office 

he  never  even  had  signs  posted  telling  people  where  to  go  for  service. 
For  many  people,  mail  service  was  interrupted  for  months.  (See 
"Response  to  Respondent's  Notice..,,"  p.  11,  par.  21.) 

16.  A  woman  who  worked  in  the  Court  of  Appeals  (as  a  librarian) 
recalls  the  days  after  the  earthquake,  ythan  er^loyees  were  transferring 
materials  to  temporary  quarters:    "Even  after  we  moved  out,  people  were 
still  coming  every  day  to  ask  \rtiere  the  post  office  was." 

17.  As  far  as  she  could  see,  the  postal  areas  remained  in  good 
condition  after  the  earthquake.    "There  was  not  much  damage.    The  post 
office  boxes  were  fine.    The  windows  were  still  there."    Even  a 
stunning  mosaic  on  the  post  office  floor,  which  craftsmen  had 
refurbished  not  long  before  the  quake,  remained  intact.    The  boxes 
subsequently  were  moved  to  the  Einbarcadero  Postal  Center  Box  Unit, 
Harrison  and  Main  (where  the  number  and  zip  code  of  each  box  remained 
the  same  as  they  were  at  the  Main  Post  Office,  Seventh  and  Mission) . 

18.  The  president  of  the  Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory  Board, 
Michael  Crowe,  %iho  examined  the  building  soon  after  the  earthquake, 
confirmed  that  there  appeared  no  irreparable  damage  to  the  postal 
areas.    The  Court  of  Appeals  plans  to  return  after  structural  voxic  is 
completed.    (See  "Petition  for  Review,"  par.  17-19  and  p.  12.) 

19.  To  this  day,  many  people  of  the  area  are  unclear  irtiere  to  go 
for  certain  services.    Few  if  any  even  know  where  all  the  little 
stations  are.    They  remain  hidden  in  big  stores  and  the  labyrinths  of 
large  buildings,  unmarked  and  unadvertised.    Their  services  and  hours 
are  quite  United. 


20.    An  A-to^^ist  of  70  services  that  were  j^^ided  at  the  Main 
Post  Office  will  follow.    While  most  of  them  —  not  all  —  still  are 
available  within  the  limits  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco, 
former  users  of  the  Main  Post  Office  no  longer  can  obtain  these  in  one 
place  or  even  in  a  convenient  combination  of  places. 


Assistant  postmaster,  box  rental,  bulk  rates,  caller,  carriers, 
certificates  of  mailing,  certified  mail,  cooperative  mailing, 
cartons,  change  machines,  check  acceptance,  claims,  COD,  community 
relations,  cor^laint  forms,  custodial  staff  usually  at  w(n*k,  dead 
letters,  domestic  mail  manuals,  exchange  of  damaged  stamps,  express 
mail,  first-class  mailing,  foreign  country  forms,  general  delivery, 
government  literature,  guards  on  duty  2l  hours,  holding  of 
undelivered  parcels,  holding  of  undelivered  certified  and  registered 
mail,  iimediate  delivery  to  boxes  of  letters  presented  to  clerks, 
insurance,  international  postal  information,  international  reply 
coupons,  mail  forwarding,  mailing  information,  manila  envelopes, 
jtBtered  mail,  money  orders,  nonprofit  permits,  notices  of  government 
auctions  and  bids,  packaging  assistance,  parcel  post  (both  self- 
service  and  window  service),  padded  bags,  passpcnrt  applications, 
philatelic  collectibles,  philatelic  exhibits,  postal  cards,  postal 
inspector,  postmaster,  preprinted  stan5>ed  envelopes,  priority  mail, 
public  telephones,  receipts,  redeii5)tion  of  unused  stains, 
registaration  of  aliens,  repairs  to  damaged  mail,  return  receipts, 
scales  (letter  and  parcel,  both  during  and  after  hours),  second- 
class  permits,  selective  service  registration,  special  delivery, 
special  handling,  stamp  coil  dispensers,  stainp  machines  of  several 
kinds,  stamps  and  staiqp  books  at  windows,  stickers,  third-class 
mailing,  tracing  of  mail,  vacation  mail  holding,  "wanted"  persons 
photos,  water  fountains,  and  zip  code  directories  (to  consult  or  buy). 


21.    The  foonoBr  Main  Post  Office  patrons  raost  go  now  to  different 
parts  of  San  Francisco  for  different  services:  e.g.  to  Evans  Avenue  (3i 
miles  away)  for  claims,  bulk  rates,  or  special  permits;  to  Steuart  Street 
(li  miles)  for  special  stamps;  to  Hairison  Street  (soon  Hyde  Street)  for 
boxes,  with  no  finance  servioe;  and  to  any  of  those  locations,  depending 
on  one's  zip  code,  for  holding  vacation  mail  or  undelivered  parcels  or 
mail  needing  signature.    To  find  out  where  to  go  for  any  service  requires 
a  phone  call  or  series  of  calls,  often  a  lengthy  wait  on  busy  circuits. 
Some  of  the  Main  Post  Office's  services  no  longer  exist,  and  plainly  such 
advantages  as  l8-hour,  365-day  admittance  to  box  areas  and  stan?)  machines 
with  2l4-hour  guards  are  gone.    (A  map  ±3  appended,  the  original  colored; 
also  a  statement  by  Mr.  Volk.) 
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22.  There  is  no  evidence  that  the  Postal  Service,  i.e.  the 
postmaster  and  others,  considered  the  effect  of  the  closing  of  the 
Main  Post  Office  on  the  coinnunity  served  by  it.    There  is  evidence 
that  the  effect  on  that  conraunity  has  been  detrirontal. 

23.  The  Postal  55ervice  did  not  follow  the  procedure  required 
by  law.    Its  decisions  were  not  supported  by  substantial  evidence 
on  the  record  —  in  fact  it  displayed  no  record.    Its  determination 

was  not  in  writing  —  it  wrote  no  deterrdnation  and  then  argued  in  effect 
that  therefore  there  is  no  determination  for  the  Comrnission  to  set  aside. 

2li.    If  this  is  not  "arbitrary,  capricious,  an  abuse  of  discretion, 
or  othervd.se  not  in  accordance  with  the  law";  if  this  is  not  "without 
observance  of  procedure  reouired  by  law";  and  if  this  is  not  "unsupported 
by  substantial  evidence  on  the  record"  —  then  words  have  no  meaning. 

25.  The  statute  (39  U.S.C.,  Sec.  hOh  b,  5)  says  "The  Commission 
shall  .set  aside  any  determinations,  findings,  and  conclusions  found  to 
be  —  " 

(A)  arbitrary,  capricious,  an  abuse  of  discretion,  or  otherwise 
not  in  accordance  with  the  law; 

(B)  without  observance  of  procedure  required  by  law;  or 

(C)  unsupported  by  substantial  evidence  on  the  record. 

Note  that  it  says  the  Comnission  "shall"  —  not  the  Cormiasion  "may." 
It  is  mandatary. 

26.  What  is  meant  by  "set  aside"?    Black *s  Law  Dictionary  (Fifth 
Edition)  gives  this  definition,  quoted  in  its  entirety! 

Set  aside.    To  reverse,  vacate,  cancel,  annul,  or  revoke  a 
judgment,  order,  etc. 
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27.     The  Postal  Service's  basic  and  fundamental  reason  for 
existence  is  —  as  its  name  suggests  and  the  law  states  — 
service  to  the  people.    "The  U.S.  Postal  Service  shall  be  operated 
as  a  basic  and  fundamental  service  provided  to  the  people  by  the 
Governnent  of  the  United  States..."  (39  U.S.C,  Sec.  101). 
The  people  are  not  obligated  to  serve  the  Postal  Service. 
When  the  Postal  Service  sacrifices  Americans'  heritage  and 
traditions,  it  does  a  disservice  to  the  people  of  the  coantry. 

26.    If  the  abandonment  of  the  Main  Post  Office  is  part  of 
a  nationwide  plan  to  abandon  large  post  offices  in  monumental 
or  historic  buildings  and  substitute  little  offices  with  reduced 
service  —  or  any  plan  of  that  sort  —  then  not  only  individual 
communities  and  cities  but  the  nation  as  a  whole  is  the  loser. 

29.  Moreover,  if  such  is  the  case,  the  Postal  Service  was 
obligated  to  submit  a  proposal  to  the  Postal  Rate  Comission  for 
hearing  and  advisory  opinion  before  beginning  to  put  the  plan 
into  effect  (39  U.S. C,  Sec.  3661). 

30.  Need  we  comment  again  on  respondent's  bizarre  logic? 
("Response  to  Respondent's  Notice...,"  par.  5.)    Supposedly  the 
Coirrdssion  lacks  jurisdiction  "because  the  Postal  Service  has  made 
no  determination"  and  a  post  office  closure  requires  a  determination 
and  therefore  there  was  no  closure I    (Note,  however,  that  the 
postmaster  in  his  April  22  notice  referred  to  "the  permanent 
closure  of  the  Main  Post  Off ice... See  "Petition  for  Review, 

p.  10.)    Respondent  seems  to  argue:  because  we  ignored  the  first 
nile,  we  are  tree  to  ignore  the  second. 
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31.  The  closing  of  the  Embarcadero  Postal  Center  Box  Unit, 
scheduled  for  July  6,  1991,  also  is  being  carried  out  in  a  nanner 
inconsistent  with  the  law  and  unsupported  by  evidence  on  the  record. 
The  closing  of  that  box  unit  followed  by  the  move  to  the  box  unit  on 
Hyde  Street  threatens  a  grievous  deterioration  in  service:  the  loss 
of  boK  patrons'  long-held  addresses. 

32.  WHEREFCRE  petitioners  respectfully  request  that  the  Postal 
Service's  decision  to  close  the  Main  Post  Office,  whatever  the  form 

of  that  decision,  be  reversed,  vacated,  cancelled,  annulled,  or  revoked. 
Petitioners  beg  a  similar  order  concerning  the  Embarcadero  Postal 
Center  Box  Unit,  with  the  provision  that  the  Postal  Service  make  no 
changes  in  box  patrons  addresses  or  otherwise  deprive  them  of  any 
service. 


UNITED  STATES  POSTAL  SERVICE 
SAN  FRANCISCO  FIELD  DIVISION 
SAN  FRANCISCO.  CA  94166-9396 
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January  22,  1991 


This  is  in  response  to  yo^^r  Consumer  Service  Card  inquiry  regarding 
the  new  location  for  the  Main  Office  Boxes. 

The  new  facility  for  our  original  M^ir}  pf-F-if^o  f^nci-oTnaye  will  be  at 
Fox  Plaza,  and  it  is  targeted  for  opening  during  the  middle  part  of 
this  year.  Due  to  budget  constraints,  we  have  been  unable  to 
proceed  as  quickly  as  we  would  like.  We  regret  any  inconvenience 
and  we  apologize. 

Thank  you  for  taking  the  time  to  contact  the  Postal  Service. 
Sincerely , 


Lprraine  Pleasants 
fonsumer  Affairs  Representative 
3801  3rd  St  -  Bldg  B,  Ste  300 
PO  Box  7834 

San  Francisco    CA  94120-7834 
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My  nanne  is  Thomas  J.  Schwankl.  I  own  Pan  Am  Asia  Company 
at  1091  Mission  St.,  San  Francisco,  a  store  selling  shoes 
and  other  merchandise. 

We  merchants  in  the  South  of  Market  community  need  a  post 
office.     This  area  is  depressed  from  the  earthquake  and 
also  from  the  closing  of  the  Main  Post  Office. 

There  is  very  little  foot  traffic  around  hare  anymore 
because  of  the  closing  of  the  post  office.     It  has  hurt  my 
business  badly  and  other  businesses  the  same  way. 

There  is  no  post  office  south  of  Market  Street  anywhere 
near  Sevsnth  and  Mission.     I've  got  to  run  ail  the  way  down 
to  the  Rincon  Annex      to  get  postal  service.     That's  a  long 
way.     The  merchants,   the  residents  and  the  tourists  need  a 
post  office  South  of  Market. 

Here  there  is  not  so  much  congestion.     Anything  on  the 
other  side  of  Market  Street  or  in  the  Tenderloin  is  too 

congested.  My  wife  will  not  go  in  the  Tenderloin,  because 
it's  too  dangerous.  In  my  opinion,  the  worst  place  in  the 
city  is  where  they're  going  to  put  that  new  office. 


June  26,  1991 
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My  nama  is  Elvia  Santos  and  I  own  the  Brazilian 
Fruit  Basket  cafe,   107  Se\/snth  St.,   San  Francisco. 

When  I  opened  the  place,  just  before  the  earthquake, 
I  was  counting  on  the  people  that  were  working  in  the 
Main  Post  Office  and  the  court  as  part  of  my  customers. 
I  knew  I  was  going  to  have  at  least  100  people. 
I  made  a  survey. 

The  business  is  not  doing  well,   and  I   think  that's 
because  the  post  office  has  not  been  opened,  and  I  do 
expect  that  when  the  post  office  opans,   the  business 

will  increase. 

I   also  miss  the  advantage  of  having  a  full  service 
post  office  in  my  neighborhood  community,   which  is 


SOMA. 


June  26,  1991. 


Ill 


A  Resolution  by  the  South  of  Market  Boys 
(John  Condon,  President) 


*/H£REA5  the  Main  Post  Office,   Seventh  and  Mission  Streets, 
Mas  the  pride  of  the  South  of  Market  community  and 
San  Francisco  as  a  whole  for  85  years,   both  for  its 
unmatched  array  of  postal  services  and  for  its 
historical  significance  and  architectural  majesty. 
And 

WHEREAS  the  South  of  Market  community,   San  Franciscans 
generally,   and  visitors  used  to  enjoy  a  complete 
package  of  postal  services  in  the  Main  Post  Office; 
and  its  closing  has  deprived  the  people  of  convenient 
access  to  the  full  range  of  postal  services. 
And  — 

WHEREAS  the  South  of  Market  Boys  aim  to  perpetuate  the 
spirit  and  traditions  of  San  F rancisco  at  the  time 
of  the  1906  earthquake  and  fire  and  began  the  City's 
commemoration  of  that  disaster         in  which  postal 
workers  heroically  saved  our  post  office  building 
and  all  the  mail  from  the  big  fire. 
Now  therefore  -- 

BE  IT  RESOLVED  by  the  South  of  Market  Boys  that  this 
organization  protests  the  removal  of  postal 
operations  and  facilities  from  the  Main  Post  Office 
and  calls  for  the  early  restoration  and  reopening 
of  the  post  office  with  full  services. 


I 
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To  the  Postal  Rate  Commission: 


I  am  completely  against  the  closing  of  the  Main  Post  Office  in 
San  Francisco.     The  Main  Post  Office  building  at  Seventh  and 
Mission  which  was  damaged  in  the  1969  earthquake  should  be  repaired 
and  postal  services  should  be  restored  to  the  pre -earthquake 
conditions.     The  existing  Post  Office  Boxes  should  be  moved  back 
into  this  building  vith  the  same  addresses  as  before  the  earthquake. 

When  I  rented  a  Post  Office  Box  in  San  Francisco  four  years  ago  I 
purposely  rented  a  Box  at  the  Main  Post  Office  because  this  facility 
offered  more  services  than  any  other  Post  Office  in  San  Francisco. 
Any  and  all  types  of  postal  business  and  transactions  could  be  done 
lat  the  Main  Post  Office.     There  was  even  a  special  window  for  stamp 
icollectors.     The  Post  Office  Boxes  were  open  seven  days  a  week,  18 
Ihours  a  day,  from  6:00  AM  to  12^00  Midnight.     The  Main  Post  Office 
lat  Seventh  and  Mission  was  conv;iently  located,  easily  reached  by 
public  transportation.     No  new  facility  will  offer  all  the  services 
that  the  Main  Post  Office  did. 

The  Main  Post  Office  building  at  Seventh  and  Mission  is  a  beautiful, 
Ihistoric  building,  a  monument  to  the  United  States  Post  Office.  It 
thas  been  in  operation  for  over  80  years  and  operations  should  be 
(continued  there  as  soon  as  the  building  is  repaired. 


iSigned  June  8,  1991 


LDaniel  Volk 

[P.O.  Box  11486 

San  Francisco  CA  94101 


FIVE  OFFICES 
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San  Francisco's  Districts  and  Neighbortioods 


Pacific  Ocean 


N 


HE!l==i>> 


San  Francisco  Bay 


Evans 
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Post  Office 


M/ON 
POST 
OFFICE, 
7TH  AND 
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STREETS 
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Steuart 
Street 


EiTi)arcadero 
Postal  Center 
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Unit, 
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Paul  W.  Lovinger 

P.O.  BcK  3li5,  San  Rrancisco,  CA  9U101 


Harold  Treskunoff 

P.O.  Box  U692,  San  Francisco,  CA  9I4IOI 


Daniel  Volk 

P.O.  Box  im86,  San  Pi*anci8co,  CA  9UIOI 


July  1,  1991. 

I  hereby  certify  that  I  have  this  day  served  the 
foregoing  document  upon  all  participants  in  this 
proceeding  in  accordance  vith  section  12  of  the 
rules  of  practice.       ^        /  'n^y 


*^iulW?JjDWvqcr 


P.O.  Box  345,  San  Francisco,  Calif.  94101 
0  (415)  564-2083 


July  26,  1991 


Kay  Gulbengay 
Economic  £c  Social 
Policy  Committee 
Board  of  S\ipervisors 
City  Hall,  San  Prancisco 


Dear  Ms.  Gulbengay: 


An  associate,  Alan  H.  Manning,  informed  me  that  the  hearing 
on  the  post  office  crisis  has  been  tentatively  set  for  August  13 
at  2  p.m.  in  Room  228,  and  that  notices  of  the  final  schedule  will 
be  sent  to  names  and  addresses  that  we  submit. 


Accordingly,  I  am  enclosing  I  am  enclosing  a  copy  of  our 
mailing  list,  containing  200  names,  and  we  will  be  grateful  for 
your  notification  of  them  once  the  final  schedule  is  set. 

Ve  would  further  appreciate  if,  as  soon  as  the  final  time  and 
place  of  the  hearing  is  determined,  you  could  telephone  me, 
Mr.  Manning  at  731-2li01,  or  Harold  Treskunoff  at  771-30U9. 

Thank  you  very  much. 


Yours  very  truly, 


Member 
Board  of  Supervisors 
Cic>  and  Counry  of  San  Francisco 


HARRY  G.  BRITT 


TO:  Kay  Gulbengay 
From:  Harry  Britt 
Dace:July  23,  1991 
Re:  File  it  13-91-15 

Please  schedule  this  item  for  a  hearing  at  your  earliest  convenience, 
Thank  you. 


Room  235      •      CiryHall     •      San  Francisco,  California  94102      •      (415)  554-5145 
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rid  L.  Wilson 

b.  BcDc  6533 

|i  ft-anciaco,  GA  91101 


•ve  Z«lt2er 

:.  Box  5581; 
Francisco,  CA  91101 


tttfaatl  Shipley 
^  ).  Box  S272 

Francisco,  CA  9U101 


berlj  Pi  acock 

John  CunT" 
. .  Box  1872 
i  Francisco,  CA  9hl01 


ahan  J.  Saiger 
. .  Box  6017 
a  Francisco,  CA  9ll01 

Ibnando  Arrazola  C. 

Box  5711i 
3d  Francisco,  CA  9U101 


"I  Beikov 

,  .  Box  L969 

a  Francisco,  CA  9U101 


M*7  Ann  Edralin 
P#.  Box  30 

Francisco,  CA  9ll01 


'-JC"y  Elwyn 

.  .  Box  761 
^aj  Francisco,  CA  9UIOI 


.  Justance 

.<   Box  llUi3 

a;  Francisco,  CA  91101 


John  W,  Poster  Jr. 

P.O.  Box  5702 

San  Francisco,  CA  9UIOI 


N,  Rose  Coot5er 

P.O.  Box  601 

San  Francisco,  CA  9hl01 


Louis  Leibowitz 

P.O.  Box  U2250 

San  Francisco,  CA  9h'^2 


A.  Ahane 

P.O.  Box  711i 

Ssn  Francisco,  CA  9^101 


R.  Pruisad 
P.O.  Box  28 

San  Francisco,  CA  9^101 


C.  A.  Castillo 

P.O.  Box  lli25 

San  n:ancisco,  CA  9IIOI 


Daniel  Grobani 
P.O.  Box  llLll 
San  Francisco,  CA  9I4IOI 


Terry  Rose 

P.O.  Box  551i7 

San  Francisco,  CA  91x101 


James  H.  Jones 

P.O.  Bex  121253 

San  Francisco,  CA  9li-lli2 


Henry  J.  Diaz 

P.O.  Box  529 

San  Francisco,  CA  9iil01 


Pedericca  Gallang 

P.O.  Box  1686 

San  Francisco,  CA  9lil01 


Philip  Thomas 

P.O.  Box  11017 

San  Francisco,  CA  9UIOI 


Jeffrey  Alan  Harding 

P.O.  Box  1516 

San  Ptancisco,  CA  9^101 


Kazuo  Shigeimira 

P.O.  Box  11720 

San  Francisco,  CA  9lil01 


Robert  Sobezak 

P.O.  Box  661i2 

San  Francisco,  CA  9UIOI 


Doretha  Tinney 

P.O.  Box  188 

San  Francisco,  CA  9UIOI 


Joel  E.  Mitchell 

P.O.  Box  1301 

San  Francisco,  CA  9I4IOI 


Walter  H.  Dow 
P.O.  Box  1866 
San  Francisco,  CA  9hl01 


Andre  Salinas 

P.O.  Box  1x21637 

San  Francisco,  Ca  9lilli2 
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L.  A.  Rolling 
'.0.  BoK  6076 
;an  Francisco,  CA  9U101 


.udolph  Boulware 

•,0.  Box  im30 

an  Francisco,  CA  9U101 


'eter  Rogers 

,0.  Box  1537 

mn  Francisco,  CA  9U101 


obert  Valdcz 

,.0.  BcK  121821 

an  Pi'ancisco,  CA  9UlU2 


Bte  Q.  PVando 

.0,  Box  iShh 

an  Francisco,  CA  9l;101 


ary  Peterson 
.0.  Box  lli92 
,an  Francisco,  CA  9UIOI 


arissa  A.  Rentoria 

,.C.  Box  121200 

an  Francisco,  CA  9lilU2 


obert  Carrigan 
,0.  BoK  376 

an  Rrancisco,  CA  9lil01 


arian  Christians  on 

.0.  Box  13U8 

in  Rrancisco,  CA  9lil01 


Lchard  J.  Holloway 
:,0.  Box  6385 
iui  PVancisco,  CA  9IIOI 


Le  Rpy  F.  Gillead 

P.O.  Box  63I1I 

San  Ftanciscoj  CA  9UIOI 


Charles  Gray  Streamer 

P.O.  Box  5832 

San  Francisco,  CA  9UIOI 


Gary  Robert  Held 

P.O.  Box  U2IUIO 

San  Rrancisco,  CA  9Um2 


yiernando  Taylor 

P.O.  Box  5203 

San  Francisco,  CA  9lil01 


Leroy  Clark 

P.O.  Box  h2l65l 

San  Francisco,  CA  9lilli2 


Ifr.  and  Mrs..C.  West 

P.O.  Box  5801 

San  R:anciscb,  CA  9lil01 


Guy  M.  Marlin 
P.O.  Box  h26U 
San  PVancisco,  CA  9UIOI 


E5dwin  M.  Taylor,  Jr. 

P.O.  Box  1122 

San  Pirancisco,  CA  91101 


Alter  Glenn 

P.O.  Box  llli6li 

San  Francisco,  CA  9UIOI 


Martha  Haanel  Monroe 

P.O.  Box  6531 

San  Francisco,  CA  9IIOI 


Yvonne  Posth 

P.O.  Bcoc  U217li6 

San  Francisco,  CA  9Ulli2 


Madeline  Lleces 

P.O.  BoQC  11559  i 

San  nrancisco,  CA  9UIOI  ( 

I 

Robert  Anbiao 

P.O.  Bcoc  11536 

San  Francisco,  CA  9UIOI 


Tracy  L.  Thon?)son 

P.O.  Box  U66L 

San  Fbrancisco,  CA  9UIOI 


F.  Iniego 

P.O.  Box  867 

San  Pi'ancisco,  CA  9UIOI 


Joel  M.  Rubin 
P.O.  Box  UI89 
San  Francisco,  CA  9UIOI 


Michael  ?.  Somavilla 

P.O.  Box  5593 

San  Francisco,  CA  91101 


J.  Powell 

P.O.  Box  U2205 

San  Francisco,  CA  9lilii2 


John  R.  Carpenter 

P.O.  Box  5591 

San  Francisco,  CA  9UIOI 


Gemelo  Tan  Pastor 

P.O.  Box  lllli 

San  Francisco,  CA  91101 
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7ncent  J.  Joseph 

PO.  BCK  5010 

3ti  Francisco,  CA  9UIOI 


Lew  D.  Slotkin 

P.O.  Box  1058 

San  Francisco,  CA  9lil01 


G.  Diario 

P.O.  Box  53U2 

San  Pb:ancisco,  CA  9iil01 


£zk  Dom 

fD.  Box  9I1I 

3h  PVancisco,  CA  9UIOI 


Matt  McLoed 

P.O.  Box  1002 

San  Francisco,  CA  9lil01 


Vincent  Frey 

P.O.  Box  1876 

San  Rrancisco,  CA  9UIOI 


.  La  Ruth  White 

'  D.  Box  11665 

)ji  Ft-ancisco,  CA  9ll01 


Jacob  Lm  Shacklette 

P.O.  Box  6357 

San  Francisco,  CA  9UIOI 


Juanita  M.  HcCann 

P.O.  Box  66lli 

San  Francisco,  CA  91101 


'«ial  Getu 
,).  Box  769 

ii  R'ancisco,  CA  9UIOI 


J.  Gilbert  Jones 

P.O.  Box  h239 

San  Francisco,  CA  9lil01 


Joel  Fort 

P.O.  Box  950 

San  Francisco,  CA  9UIOI 


Etc  Bemhoft 

P.I.  Box  h21101 

^ij  Francisco,  CA  9lilii2 

.a.ood  Abuzaid 
P.,.  Box  5801 
Sa  Prsncisco,  CA  9UIOI 


F.  McCrohon 

P.O.  Box  6558 

San  Francisco,  CA  9^101 


Jim  Broustis 
P.O.  Box  181 
San  Francisco,  CA  9IIOI 


Karl  Buck 

P.O.  Box  11155 

San  Ptancisco,  CA  91101 


Darrell  Flavelle 
P.O.  Box  5017 
San  Rrancisco,  CA  9lil01 


Daid  Aughinbaugh 

P..  Box  5329 

Sai  Francisco,  CA  9IIOI 


Vivien  D.  Chao 

P.O.  Box  20h 

San  Francisco,  CA  9lil01 


Remedios  G.  Davis 

P.O.  Box  6117 

San  Francisco,  CA  9lil01 


Ktx^  Kay  Chin 

P.'.  Box  11150 

Sai  Francisco,  CA  9IIOI 


Mel  E.  Cruz 

P.O.  Box  llli73 

San  Francisco,  CA  9UIOI 


Harriett  Terrell 

P.O.  Box  51i7l 

San  Francisco,  CA  9IIOI 


£>7»Lene  Watson 
PJ.  BcK  273 

Sal  PVancisco,  CA  9lil01 


Carrie  J.  Galbraith 

P.O.  Box  6622 

San  Francisco,  CA  9UIOI 


Renato  Araullo 

P.O.  Box  U2IO88 

San  Francisco,  CA  9^11x2 


John  Raymond 

P.O.  Box  11220 

San  Francisco,  CA  9U101 


Daniel  Volk 
P.O.  Box  III186 
3an  Francisco,  CA  9UIOI 


M*  Llprnan 
313  Scott  St. 
San  Jtancisco,  CA  91117 


John  Nulty 

P.O.  Box  81x6 

San  PVancisco,  CA  9I1IOI 


Lbs  Seng 

P.O.  Box  766 

San  Fi-ancisco,  CA  9lil01 


John  ?•  Green 

P.O.  Box  11238 

San  Francisco,  CA  9UIOI 


lichard  and  Susan  Kreibich 
P.O.  Box  3l9 

^3an  Francisco,  CA  9I4IOI 


Michael  J.  Nulty 

P.O.  Box  8U6 

San  Francisco,  CA  9iil01 


Jennie  Cianpi 
P.O.  Box  5022 
San  Francisco,  Ca  9lil01 


Man  Hall  Manning 
P.O.  Box  1 

3an  Francisco,  CA  9U101 


Nicholas  Pasquariello 

P.O.  Box  U279I 

San  Francisco,  CA  9I4IU2 


Albert  S.  Glenn 

P.O.  Box  61^ 

San  Francisco,  CA  9lil01 


Paul  W.  Lovinger 

P.O.  Box  315 

3 an  Rrancisco,  CA  9UIOI 


Wayne  Propalis 

P.O.  Box  576 

San  Rrancisco,  CA  9iil01 


Charles  Freeborn 

P.O.  Box  952 

San  P^ancisco,  CA  9UIOI 


John  Knezevich 

3.0.  Box  1009 

3an  Francisco,  CA  9IIOI 


David  Baker 

3.0.  Box  6693 

3an  Pbrancisco,  CA  9UIOI 


Jim  Pierce 

P.O.  Box  5809 

San  Francisco,  CA  9UIOI 


Ivy  Taylor 

P.O.  Box  9U78 

San  Francisco,  CA  9UIOI 


John  E.  Mullen 

P.O.  Box  5883 

San  Francisco,  ^A  9UIOI 


Raymond  H.  Brown 

P.O.  Box  hXhl 

San  Francisco,  CA  9UIOI 


lick  Fabres 

P.O.  Box  6518 

>an  Francisco,  CA  9UIOI 


Jharles  A.  Fracchia 

P.O.  Box  569 

San  Francisco,  CA  9IIOI 


Richard  H.  Miller 

P.O.  Box  725 

San  Francisco,  CA  91101 


Roger  Boschetti 

P.O.  Box  1527 

San  Ptancisco,  CA  9I1IOI 


Jed  Hart  H 

P.O.  Box  178 

San  Francisco,  CA  9lil01 


Dolores  and 

Margaret  Robello 

P.O.  Box  11322 

San  Francisco,  CA  9iil01 


Jathy  Purniss 
J13  Scott  St. 
3an  Francisco,  CA  9I4II7 


Norbert  Cywinski 

P.O.  Box  5871 

San  Francisco,  CA  9UIOI 


Allan  Balgoro 
P.O.  Box  5116 
San  Francisco,  CA  9iil01 


I.  Hiller 

3.0.  Box  1958 

Jan  Francisco,  CA  9UIOI 


Rossana  Gonzalez 

P.O.  Box  159 

San  Francisco,  CA  9I1IOI 


F.  Madden 

P.O.  Box  6752 

San  franc isco,  CA  9IIOI 


'lobert  Hvirley 

P.O.  Box  6li9 

Jan  Francisco,  CA  9UIOI 


Robert  E.  Baugh 

P.O.  Box  593 

San  francisco,  CA  9lil01 


Davette  ffijior 

P.O.  Box  233 

San  Rrancisco,  CA  9UIOI 
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Sidney  Antoine 

P.O.  BcK  h66 

San  Francisco,  9UIOI 


Joseph  Hunt 

P.O.  BcK  h2h9h 

San  JVancisco,  9hlhZ 


Paul  Zerbarim 
P.O.  Box  198h 
San  Jtancisco,  CA  9l;101 


Anacteto  Porlos 

P.O.  Box  1527 

San  Rrancisco,  CA  9lil01 


Jerry  Dawson 

P.O.  Box  Uh98 

San  Rrancisco,  CA  91*101 


Bob  McDaniel 
P.O.  Box  661 
.San  Francisco,  CA  9lil01 


Jeff  Kaiser 

Brobeck,  Phleger  &  Harrison 
Room  2939 

1  Market  Plaza,  Spear  St.  Tower 
San  JVancisco,  CA  9lil05 


Bdimind  G.  Brown,  Jr. 
3022  Washington  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  9U115 


Nornan  N.  Dow 
P.O.  Box  1200 
San  Fi-ancisco,  CA  91101 


Rodgers  Clay 

P.O.  Box  UlxUS 

San     an Cisco,  CA  9^101 


B.  C.  Dockett 
P.O.  Box  5139 
San  Francisco,  Ca  9UIOI 


Jeffrey  Blankfort 

P.O.  Box  U397 

San  Francisco,  ^A  9^101 


Carl  Bacon 
P.O.  Box  lhl3 
San  Francisco,  CA  9IIOI 


Daryoosh  Teymoorian 

P.O.  Box  11663 

San  Prancisco,  CA  9iil01 


Egan  O'Connor 
CoTTnnittee  for  Nuclear 

R  osponsibility 
P.O.  Box  11207 
San  Francisco,  CA  9UIOI 


Nicolo  Caldaran 

P.O.  Box  11308 

San  Pi-ancisco,  CA  9UIOI 


Charles  J.  Hill 

P.O.  Box  II432 

San  Francisco,  CA  9lil01 


Kyle  L.  little 

P.O.  Box  5813 

San  Ftancisco,  CA  91101 


Robert  W.  Randolph 

P.O.  Box  850 

San  Francisco,  CA  91101 


Matthew  Mcintosh 

P.O.  Box  575 

San  Francisco,  CA  9UIOI 


Dipak  Roy 

P.O.  Box  853 

San  PVancisco,  CA  91101 


Bruce  John  Shourt 

F.O.  Box  UiOO 

San  Francisco,  CA  9lil01 


Silvestre  J.  Corona 

P.O.  Box  lliSh 

San  Rrancisco,  CA  9I1IOI 


Regan  Carroll 

P.O.  Box  507 

San  Francisco,  CA  9UIOI 


David  Rabin ovitz 

P.O.  Box  5181 

San  Rrancisco,  CA  9UIOI 
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H.  Lee  Burton 

P.O.  Box  11208 

San  Francisco,  Ca  9I1IOI 


Larry  Ackerman 

P.O.  Box  62? 

San  PVancisco,  CA  9UIOI 


Howard  Shryock 

P.O.  Box  lk9 

San  francisco,  CA  9UIOI 


Hermes  Manges 
P.O.  Box  5631 
San  Francisco,  CA  9UIOI 


John  C.  King 
P.O.  Box  613 
San  Francisco,  CA  9lil01 


Frederick  M.  Be all 

P.O.  Box  767 

San  Francisco,  CA  9I1IOI 


Gardner  D.  Still,  Jr. 
P.O.  Box  790 
^  San  Francisco,  CA  9UIOI 

I John  D.  Morris 
P.O.  Box  72 

San  Francisco,  CA  9I4IOI 


James  H.  Buckner 

P.O.  Box  1x1^7 

San  nrancisco,  CA  9^101 


Alvin  Sered 

90h  Irving  St.,  #27U 

San  Francisco,  CA  9h122 


Harold  Treskunoff 

6ii0  Eddy  St.,  #317 

San  Francisco,  CA  9lil09 


Tom  Van  Lokeren 

lli3  Varennes 

San  Francisco,  CA  9lil33 


Serge  Vankoff 
P.O.  Box  1729 
San  Francisco,  CA  9iil01 


Evelyn  Wilson 
Coalition  for  San 

Francisco  Neighborhoods 
P.O.  BcK  5882 
San  Francisco,  CA  9lil01 


John  Barbey 

50  Liberty  St. 

San  Pbrancisco,  CA  9lillO 


Vildci-Marie  Powers 
The  Victorian  Alliance 
821  Grove  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  9U117 


I4ark  Anderson 
Bronson,  Bronson 

&  McKinnon 
505  Montgomery  St. 
San  nrancisco,  CA  9UIII 


Paul  Ignacio 
P.O.  Box  221 
San  Francisco,  ^A  9UIOI 

I 

Bobby  G.  Eastman 

P.O.  Box  lil69 

San  PVancisco,  ^A  9IIOI 


V7alter  A.  Douglas 

P.O.  Box  1757 

San  'rancisco,  <^A  9I1IOI 


Dr.  Jerome  Weitz 

P.O.  Box  5079 

San  Francisco, -CA  9iil01 


Lauren  Yamada 
P.O.  Box  5608 
San  Francisco,  CA  9i4l01 


James  Chaffee 

P.O.  Box  111 

San  Francisco,  CA  9UIOI 


Zab  R. 

P.O.  Box  6223 

San  Francisco,  CA  9IIOI 


Samba 

P.O.  Box  U955 

San  Francisco,  CA  9^101 


John  A.  S. 

P.O.  Brae  121658 

San  Francisco,  CA  9iilt2 


Jaime  Antke  Ran  gel 

P.O.  Box  281 

San  Francisco,  CA  9IIOI 

■  Wayne  Caldwell 
i  P.O.  Box  356 

San  Francisco,  CA  9UIOI 


John  Doerfler 
P.O.  Box  85 

San  Francisco,  CA  9ltl01 


Julian  Lagos 
P.O.  Box  hh6 
San  Francisco,  CA  9I1IOI 


Carlos  M.  Guinness 

P.O.  Box  1x633 

San  Francisco,  CA  9^101 


K.  Bouska 

P.O.  Box  1605 

San  Francisco,  CA  9UIOI 
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Henr7  S,  Rosenthal 

53$  Stevenson  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  91103 


Elvla  Santos 
Brazilian  F^rtilt  Basket 
107  Seventh  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  9lil03 


^px  i>^f 


Carole  B.  Anderson 

535  Stevenson  St. 

San  PVancisco,  CA  9hl03 


Thonas  J.  Schwankl 

^9  Natoma  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  9lil03 


Uames  7u 

1085  Mission  St. 

San  R-ancisco,  CA  9lil03 


Stanley  Dorsey 
|55  Moss  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  9I4IO3 


Walter  Ammann 
095  Mission  St. 
an  Francisco,  CA  9U103 


Rudolf  0  Milian 

11083  Mission  St. 

Ban  Francisco,  CA  9lil03 


4&chael  A.  Pazdon 
Light  Waves  Photographic,  Inc. 
130  Russ  St. 
San  Fi-ancisco,  CA  9hl03 


IJames  Poulos 

Jim's  Barber  Shop 

106  Seventh  St. 

San  Rrancisco,  CA  91103 


Ju  Hwan  Kwak 

Kwark's  Gifts  &  Cards 

25  Seventh  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  9U103 


Jean  Kortum 

80  Merced  Ave. 

San  Francisco,  CA  91127 


Michael  F.  Crowe 
6I0  Mason  St.,  #503 
San  Francisco,  CA  9UIO8 


Vincent  Marsh 
Landmarks  R*eservation 

Advisory  Board 
c/o  Department  of  City 

Planning 
li50  McAllister  St. 
San  BVancisco,  CA  9iil02 


Denise  Lafon 

Hotel  Gferand  Southern 

1095  Mission  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  9lil03 


George's  News  Stand 

27  Seventh  St. 

San  Ptancisco,  CA  9iil03 


Lloyd's  Bar 

1099  Mission  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  9I1IO3 


Stromboli's  Restaurant 

101  Seventh  St. 

San  PVancisco,  CA  9lil03 


Lorraine  Lucas 

1121  Kirldiam  St. 

San  Francisco,  CA  9lil22 


John  Condon,  president 
South  of  Market  Boys 
?12  Connecticut  St. 
San  Francisco,  CA  9iil07 


Drnald  D.  Dcyle,  President 
SanTrancisco  Chamber  of  Conmerce 
165  California  Street,  Ninth  Floor 
San  Francisco,  CA  ^^xV:k 


i 


nALITION  FQR%!^N  FRANCISCO  i^lGHBORHOQDS 


aWOt  OMOANIZATIONC 

Antt  V»l«  Civic  •nd 
lmp#ev«m«nt  Club 
|(l>ao  Hil  N«ie'<bo<^ood 

t«|v«»-Hi«Kvi  Pomt 
CMTdmcting  Co<xicil 

W>iMhbo«h»«d  G'oup 
lijtn*  Naighborhood 
Aa*oo«iion 
Cat*  V«l«y  ltT^e««m«nl 
Au»ci*llon 
D<«m«nd  Htighit 
^  Convnunidr 
*  Aa«oci»iion 
OubMa  Tii«nQi« 

(mi  and  Wmi  e<  Cuiio 
St*««l  lmpfOv«m«nf  Club. 

Inc. 

lm\  Mmmo  Imptevcnant 
AMOCiation 
tt09tkM  V«n«T  Promotion 
AMOCiation 
i««ka  VaUar  T>*>)a  and  A;i 
Nal»o<tL 
Glan  Pv^  AMOCiation 
Coidan  Gat*  Hcignta 
hood  Ayaaociaiion 
C«M«i  Gai*  Vailar 
il*igf*s>r<oad  AMoaaiion, 
Inc. 

C>«at*f  Waal  Pwial 
ka^xeotNoed  AMocianon 
HatglM  Aa^ur  y 
lmpfov*m«ni 
A«aociation 
HaioKI  A*hbu<r 
Na'S^bwhood  Co^x^cU 
ight  Aan6t«v  Ptoowalion 
Social  y 
Innar  S4x»«t  Action 
Committee 
VKf  Sm*l  Naighboihood 
AMOCiation 
Kaiar-Pciv  N*«htio<Koo<l 
AMOCiation 
^  LokMhor*  Acr«a 

■•np>ov«m«nl  Club.  Inc. 
W*^  Miglm  Impiovomant 
AMoaation  of 
San  Francaeo.  Inc. 
Ubartir  Hi*  No^hbothood 
AMOCiation 
Lincaln  Pa>k  HonMornnan 
Mociation 
ila  Ha^irnood  AMOciation 
Micalama  Park 
Improvamani  Club 
Miaaion  Ciaak  Harboi 
AMOCiation,  Inc. 
ii«OHbo>*  ol  Itta  Eicalaioi 
Maw  Miaajon  Tan  ace 
rnpixamaot  AMOcialien. 

Inc. 

Nab  Ha  Naighbor* 
North  Ba«:h  Naighboi* 
forth  Miaaion  AMoaation 
larOwrMt  Bamd  Haighia 
Btock  Club 
Paolic  Haaght*  Raaidanu 
AMOCiation 
P«t>*fe  Booaiai*  and 
<d«*n*  AMOoatian.  Inc. 
>ar*  Ha  laagua  of  Active 
Natgftboia 
*tf*  Avarsia  Auodatior. 
•iJCancwnad  Na<ghbo<a 
Communiiy 
AMOoation 


!  Mil  Imprevamani 
AMOCiation 
iriil  NaigKboi* 
\  St.  Ff  anci*  Hor.\M 

AMOciaLon 
Stanran-Ftilen  Sliaat 
(•ghbarheod  AMOciaiion 
Smtvaida  Naag^^hood 
AMo6*tion 
«a<Mt-Vaikjida  Education 
and  Actian  Cenurutlaa 
'  Ml  Wmdanla  Aaaooation 
•  Taiagtaph  HiS  Onellara 
T<a«i  PaaU  Council  and 
ipan  Spaca  Canaarvancr, 
Inc. 

k  Twin  Paakj  Emi 
■gtdiiNhaad  AMociation 


P.O.  BOX  5882  -  SAN  FRANCISCO.  CA  94101 

June  28,1991 

George  W.  Haley,  Chairman 
Postal  Rate  Ccmrnission 
1333  H  Street,  NW,  Suite  300 
Washington,  D.C.  20268 

Dear  Sir: 

The  'Coalition  for  San  Francisco  Neighborhoods',  representing 
52  community  associations  throughout  the  city,  on  June  17  adopted 
the  enclosed  resolutions  concerning: 

1.  Docket  No.  A91-A  and  the  abandonment  of  the  Main  Post  Office. 

2.  Docket  No.  C91-1  and  the  impending  loss  of  patrons'  addresses. 
The  National  Register  Landmark  Main  Post  Office,  in  its 

prime  central  location  half  a  block  from  I>larket  Street  and  the  stations 
for  the  B.A.R.T.  and  Metro  Subway  systems,  is  not  only  a  severe  loss 
for  the  entire  city,  but  also  for  the  vital  and  sprawling  South  of 
Market  neighborhood  where  it  is  located. 

Yours  very  respectfully, 

John  Barbey,  Corresponding  Secretary 
Coalition  for  San  Francisco  Neighborhoods 

enclosure  -  16  section  resolutions  -  2  pg.s,  one  for  each  Docket 
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P.O.  BOX  5882  -  SAN  FRANCISCO,  CA  94101 


OMOAMZATtOM* 


If 


»1M  S44Mf«  N*tgrib«rlw«d 

Ant>  VmU  CMC  and 
ln>pvov*m«n£  Club 

AM*ci«u«n 
••yvMot-MtMwi  Petni 
CMtdifWting  Cst^wii 

N«iohbj><hea<t  Cioup 

OUmand  Hcighu 
CofTwuniy 
AM»ci«Uan 

Emi  mrf  W«M  •!  Cmiio 
4IMI  l<n#>**«tnanl  Ctub, 
Inc. 

Ml  MiMlan  knptmwnam 

fi««lL«  V«*«|r  Piatneuen 

•  Ilka  VtlUf  Ti«l«  and  A<l 
NalnMlk 
OtM>  Pwk  AuoUXien 
Cotdcn  C*U  H*isht« 
laiQh6eihe«d  AMOCKiion 

•IghbwhMd  AMsdtiion, 

Inc. 

Ci**iw  WmI  PwiaJ 
i«lg»i»»rt»«d  AMCcitUoo 

AMoci*lion 
Htiglv  A*libu<r 

SecMiy 
UmM  SunMl  Aciion 
C»nwnitiM 

.tti-falf  Naaghbwhead 
AMecitUon 
LtkaahMt  Acim 
linp(*v*«n«ni  CkA,  Inc. 
1>«I  Halghu  linpiav«m«n( 
AMOciaUon  ol 
San  Fianciace.  Inc. 
Jbwly  HN  N«i«ht>(Mhaod 
AMOciation 
ncain  P«k  HomaoMnw* 

bt  HalyMMd  AMscJtilon 
Mitaloni*  Pwk 
Improvamanx  Club 
MiMlon  Ci**k  H*<ba< 
AMOclation,  Inc. 
•Ighbott  ol  ih«  Eicaltiw 
Naw  MiMion  TMiaca 
iptovwTMni  AMOciaUaa 
Inc. 

Neb  Hill  NaighbMi 
North  B**cti  Naighbwt 
Mth  MiMlsn  AuocJalien 
«>llmM(  Bwnal  Haighit 
Block  Club 
>«dllc  Halghta  FUatdanu 
Aaaecialion 
PeUwa  Uaealwa  aiid 
hchaiMa  Aaaaciailon.  Inc. 
>f  K*  HIM  laagua  ol  Acllva 
Noighboia 
midio  Avanuo  AMOdation 
•<  Concofnad  Naighbata 
Mclvnand  Ceoununiy 
^aociation 
uoaian  HUt  Impravamanl 
Aaaadalion 
Ruoalan  HiU  Naighboia 
St.  Ftancia  Hoinaa 
Aaaodauon 
SlanyarfFiiian  Suaat 
•ighbotlwad  Aaaodaiien 
kwiyalda  NaighbsiKeod 
Aaaociatlon 
*««l-Pa>k«lda  Education 
and  AcOan  Commlllaa 
Sn  II  Raaidanta  Auodailon 
1iT«l««<*^Hi«0««allai( 
Twkt  Paaiia  CotMil  and 
Spaca  Conoorvancy, 
Inc. 

Twin  Pooko  Eaal 
aighkwhood  AModaiion 


Board  of  Supervisors 

San  Francisco  City  &  County 

City  Hall,    Room  235 

San  Francisco,  CA  9A102 


August  27,  1991 


Re:  Closing  of  Main  Post  Office 


Dear  Supervisor 

Who  in  the  United  States  Post  Office  administrates  the  opening 
and  closing  of  post  offices  ?  We  still  do  not  know.  The  "Postal  Rate 
Commission"  was  very  affable  when  I  telephoned  them  and  said  that 
they  had  determined  that  this  "rearrangement  of  retail  facilities"  did 
not  fall  under  their  jurisdiction".  Is  the  U.S. Post  Office  an  autonomous 
private  corporation  ?  What  does  the  U.S. Post  Office  mean  when  it  says 
that  it  is  "half-private  &  half-public"  ?  Why  is  the  U.S. Post  Office  still 
listed  in  the  telephone  directory  under  'U.S. Government'  telephone 
numbers  -  an  error  by  Pacific  Bell  ?  This  is  very  confusing.  We  look  to 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  to  assist  us  with  these  perplexing  and  still 
unanswered  questions. 

Attached  are  copies  of  the  2  resolutions  we  passed  June  17,  1991 
and  our  letter  to  the  Postal  Rate  Commission. 

There  can  be  no  doubt  that  the  original  Main  Post  Office  was 
constructed  at  the  taxpayers'  expense  (and  a  very  great  expense  as  well). 
It  still  functioned  as  a  major  City  postal  facility  and  was  a  sumptuous 
landmark  building  accessable  to  the  public  at  all  times.  We  are  a  major 
American  city  and  this  is  much  more  than  the  closing  of  a  tiny  village 
post  office  -  what,  for  example,  will  happen  to  the  lavish  landmark 
inerior  fittings  of  the  old  Main  Post  Office  ?  Are  we  to  have  another 
bizarre  dead  post  office  lobby  like  the  Rincon  Annex  ?  Is  the  new 
Fox  Plaza  Post  Office  supposed  to  serve  the  whole  vast  South  of  Market 
neiGtil)Ofhoocl  ttuL  ha.T  lost  its  main  postal  facility  V 

Very  Sincerely, 


John  Barbey,  Corresponding  Secretary 
Coalition  for  San  Francisco  Neighborhoods 


A  Bill 


For  an  Act  to  Protect  the  Mailing  Addresses  of  Post  Office  Box  Holders 
Displaced  by  the  Earthquake  of  October  17,  1989, 
and  Certain  Other  Box  Holders  of  San  Fi*ancisco 


Any  post  office  box  holder  of  San  Pirancisco  who  held  a  bcoc  in 
the  Main  Post  Office  at  Seventh  and  Mission  Streets  in  San  Francisco 
shall  have  the  right  to  retain  indefinitely  the  bcoc  number  and  zip  code 
that  he  used  at  the  time  of  the  earthquake  of  October  17,  1989, 
as  shall  anyone  who  subsequently  acquired  a  bcoc  at  the  Enibarcadero 
Postal  Center,  229  Harrison  Street,  San  Francisco;  provided  that  he 
has  not  surrendered  his  box  or  misrepresented  his  application, 
that  he  pays  rental  fees  timely,  and  that  he  uses  his  box  in  accord 
with  rules  and  regulations  made  generally  available  to  box  holders. 
A  box  holder  may  voluntarily  waive  said  right  and  accept  a  new  number 
that  was  assigned  to  him;  but  whether  or  not  a  bcoc  holder  has  yet 
considered  his  box  address  or  zip  code  to  be  changed,  any  mail 
addressed  to  the  box  address  or  zip  code  that  he  used  before  July  8, 
1991,  shall  be  forwarded  to  him  as  long  as  he  maintains  the  box  in 
question.    Neither  category  of  box  holder  shall  be  subject  to  any 
invidious  discrimination  either  in  application  of  rules  or  in  mail 
service. 


A  Bill 

For  an  Act  to  Insure  the  ft-eservation  of  the  Main  Post  Office 
In  San  Rrancisco,  California 


In  accord  with  the  act  of  March  3,  1887  (U9th  Congress, 
Session  II,  Chapter  3Sh,  Statutes  at  Large)  to  authorize  the 
purchase  of  a  site  for  a  building  for  a  post  office,  courthouse 
and  other  offices  at  a  site  in  San  PVancisco,  California; 
the  act  of  March  3,  1893  (52nd  Congress,  Session  IT,  Chapter  208, 
Statutes  at  Large),  making  appropriation  for  construction  and 
furnishing  of  a  post  office,  courthouse  and  other  offices  at 
said  site,  namely  Seventh  and  ^ILssion  Streets  in  San 
Francisco J  and  subsequent  appropriation  acts:  the  first  floor 
of  the  building  designated  in  the  National  Register  of  Historic 
Places  as  the  U.S.  Post  Office  and  Courthouse  shall  be  maintained 
and  preserved  indefinitely  in  its  state  before  the  earthquake  of 
October  17,  1989,  specifically  as  the  Main  Post  Office  with  all 
the  same  postal  services  that  were  provided  there  before  said 
earthquake   and  all  the  accouterment  then  present  left  intact  or 
restored,  as  the  case  may  be. 


TtESOIZmON 

VfRSREAS  a  building  is  opening  at  101  Hyde  Street  to  house 
post  office  boxes  that  were  at  the  Main  Post  Office  until  November, 
1989|  and  have  been  at  Harrison  and  Main  Streets  since  January,  1990;  and 

V1HEREA5  00  provision  has  been  made  for  the  existing  box  patrons* 
numbers  to  be  used;  but  instead  all  numbers  nust  have  six  digits,  starting 
vith  1^2;  and 

VNSRSAS  thoxisands  of  individuals,  businesses,  and  organizations. 
Including  the  Coalition  for  San  Francisco  Neighborhoods,  are  being 
deprived  of  addresses  that  they  have  held  for  up  to  ItO  years, 
without  hearing,  appeal,  or  due  process  of  law;  and 

V1HEH£AS  the  postmaster's  only  excuse  for  this  callous  deprival 
of  our  addresses  of  long  standing  is  "automation,";  and 

WHEREAS  this  involves  a  massive  disruption  —  for  elderly  recipients 
of  Social  Security  checks;  for  businesses  that  obtain  trade  through  catalogs 
and  advertising;  for  all  who  use  printed  stationery,  cards,  forms,  cheeks 
etc.;  for  organizations  listed  in  directories;  and  .for  everyone  who  nust 
notify  many  people  of  a  changed  address  and  who  would  inevitably  lose  touch 
with  some  correspondents; .and 

\<IERSAS  the  poet  office  can  be  expected  to  have  increased  expenses 
in  rerouting  and  returning  nail  without  delivery;  and 

WHEREAS  a  significant  right  and  interest  in  the  addresses,  which  patrons 

have  contracted  for  and  renewed  anually  for  many  years,  is  being  taken 

•way  arbitrarily,  capriciously,  and  contrary  to  due  process;  now  therefore 

BE  IT  RESOLVED  that  the  Coalition  for  San  Francisco  Heighbcrhoods 
strongly  protest  the  loss  of  bos  patrons*  addresses  and  take  action  to 
keep  them  intact. 


RESOLUTION 

the  abandocmsnt  of  the  Main  Post  Office  of  San  Francisco, 
Seventh  and  Mission  Streets,  has  left  a  Taeuum  and  inconvenienced  tens 
of  thousands  of  postal  patrons;  and 

VSTTOEAS  its  concentration  of  postal  services  is  in^ortant  to  its 
neighborhood,  and  its  closing  has  caused  some  econonic  distress;  and 

WHSIEAS  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places  lists  the  "U.S. 
Post  Office  and  Courthouse. ..anong  most  ornate  public  buildings  in  West; 
a  monumental  building..*";  and 

V2HEREAS  it  has  housed  a  post  office  since  its  opening  in  1905  and 
survived  the  I906  fire  thanks  to  postal  workers,  and  its  value  is 
inseparable  tron  its  postal  use;  and 

WHEREAS  removal  and  reconstruction  of  the  postal  facilities  in  the 
building  would  alter  its  character  and  effectively  deprive  residents  of 
normal  use  and  enjoyment  of  this  landmark;  and 

WHSIEAS  the  building  is  in  excellent  shape  externally  and  evidently 
repairable  internally,  and  the  Court  of  Appeals  plans  to  move  back  in  time 
now  therefore 

BE  IT  RESOLVED  by  the  Coalition  f cr  San  Francisco  Neighborhoods  that 
the  Main  Poet  Office  should  be  reopened;  that  the  building's  postal  areas 
be  unchanged;  that  officials  involved  be  urged  to  restore  the  interior  to 
its  pre-earthquake  condition  to  the'  maxinum  extent  possible;  and  that  full 
postal  services  be  restored  there  as  quickly  as  feasible. 

BE  IT  FURTHSl  RESOLVED  that  copies  of  this  resolution  be  furnished 
to  interested  bodies  and  officials  and  to  the  press. 


# 


Seismic  upcrade  takes  four  years 


Representing  the  agency  reBponsi- 
ble  for  the  federal  facility  at  Seventh 
and  MiBsioD  stzeets,  I  would  like  to 
correct  a  statement  made  in  your  ar- 
ticle (Toetal  protests  in  S  J^"  Aug. 
14)  on  a  hearing  before  the  San  Fran- 
cisco Board  of  Supervisors  ooooem- 
fng  the  closure  of  the  (Main)  Poet 
OfBce  at  this  building. 

The  U.S.  General  Services  Admin- 
istration,  contrary  to  the  statement 
attributed  to  John  OlCeefe  [of  the 
U.S.  Postal  Service  staffl  had  no  part 
in  the  decision  by  the  Postal  Senrice 
not  to  rec^ien  at  Seventh  and  Mis- 
sion. GSA  was  notified  by  the  region- 
al headquarters  of  the  Postal  Service 
on  Nov.  30,  1989,  that  the  Postal 
Service  did  not  intend  to  reoccupy 
the  building  when  repair  work  neces- 
sitated by  the  October  earthquake 
was  completed. 

Due  to  extensive  seismic  i;q)grad- 
ing  and  other  repair  work  needed  on 
the  building,  it  win  be  over  fiocff  years 
before  the  building  can  be  reooraqned. 

Edwin  W.  Thomas 

Rigiaiud  Ainmutratiar 
VJ8.  Omenl  Savieea  Admmigtration 
San  Francuco 


:ITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SA! 


RANCISCO 


DEPAI 


ENT  OF  PUBUC  WORKS 


Offica  of  tha  Director 


//  Y  ^August  26,  1991 

Mr.  Ruoolf  Nothenberg 
Chief  Administrative  Officer 


Supervisor  Willie  B.  Kennedy 
Board  of  Supervisors 
Room  235,  City  Hall 

Dear  Supervisor  Kennedy: 

In  response  to  the  question,  "Why  wasn't  the  main  Post  Office 
inspected  by  the  Bureau  of  Building  Inspection  after  the 
earthquake?" 

The  San  Francisco  Building  Code  excludes  work  performed  by  the 
federal  government  from  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Bureau  of  Building 
Inspection.  It  says  inpart,  in  Chapter  3,  Sec  301  (b)  Exempted 
Work.     "Building  permits  will  not  be  required  for  the  following: 

14.     Work  performed  on  structures  owned  and  occupied  by  the 

Federal  or  State  Government." 

Additionally,  the  State  Attorney  General  in  Opinion  No.  85-102 
dated  November  15,  1985  says:  "The  United  States  Postal  Service  is 
a  semi-independent  corporation  created  by  Congress  and  is  an 
instrumentality  of  the  federal  government.  It  is  given  the 
authority  to  construct  buildings  and  to  provide  for  post  offices. 
The  supremacy  clause  of  the  United  States  Constitution  makes  such 
an  instrumentality  immune  from  regulation  by  local  authorities." 

The  General  Services  Administration  has  jurisdiction  over  this 
property . 

If  you  have  any  further  questions,  please  call  Mr.  Larry 
Litchfield,     Superintendent  BBI  at  558-6128. 


Very  truly  yours, 


Richard  J.  Evans 
Director  of  Public  Works 


cc:     John  Taylor 

Clerk  of  the  Board 


'Board.  JiU 


CITY  AND  COUNTY 


OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


BOARD  OF  SUPERVISORS 


BUDGET  ANALYST 


1390  Mafl<et  Street.  Suite  1025.  San  Francisco.  CA  94102  (415)554-7642 


August  22, 1991 


TO: 


Econoinic  and  Social  Policy  Committee 


FROM:        Budget  Analyst 

SUBJECT:  August  27,  1991  Economic  and  Social  Policy  Committee  Meeting 
Item    2    -  FUe  13-91-15 

Note:      This  item  was  continued  from  the  Economic  and  Social  Policy 
Committee  meeting  on  August  13,  1991. 

1.  This  item  is  a  hearing  to  consider  the  closure  and/or  abandonment  of  the 
Main  Post  Office  at  7th  and  Mission  Streets. 

2.  Mr.  John  O'Keefe,  Manager  of  Support  Services,  of  the  San  Francisco 
Post  Office  reports  that  the  Main  Post  Office  at  7th  and  Mission  Streets  was  closed 
following  the  earthquake  that  occurred  on  October  17,  1989.  Mr.  O'Keefe  advises 
that  the  facihty,  which  is  owned  by  the  Federal  General  Services  Administration 
(GSA),  sustained  extensive  damage  and  was  condemned.  According  to  Mr. 
O'Keefe,  the  Post  Office  has  no  future  plans  to  restore  postal  services  at  this 
facility.  Mr.  O'Keefe  reports  that  the  postal  services,  which  were  provided  at  the 
7th  and  Mission  Streets  facility,  are  now  being  provided  at  three  separate  postal 
facilities  at  the  following  locations: 

Location  Services  Provided 


1)  101  Hyde  Street 


Post  Office  Boxes 
General  Delivery 
Firm  Callers 
Seaman  Will-Call  Unit 


Memo  to  Economic  ano^Mcial  Policy  Conmuttee 

August  27,  1991  Economic  and  Social  Policy  Committee  Meeting 


2)  390  Main  Street  Carrier  Services 

Delivery  Services 

3)  1390  Market  Street  Retail  Services 


3.  Mr.  O'Keefe  advises  that  the  dosure  of  the  7th  and  Mission  Streets  fecihty 
did  not  result  in  any  transfer  of  services  to  the  City  Hall  postal  faciUty.  Mr.  Harry 
Quinn  reports  that  under  the  City's  lease  with  the  San  Francisco  Post  Office,  the 
Post  Office  pays  the  City  $1  per  month  for  the  rental  of  the  City  Hall  faciUty.  Mr. 
Quinn  advises  that  the  reason  the  monthly  rental  is  only  $1  per  month  is  because, 
the  postal  facility  offers  convenient  services  to  the  City  departments  located  in,  as 
well  as  outside.  City  Hall. 

4.  Ms.  Mary  Filippini,  Executive  Assistant  to  the  Regional  Administrator, 
of  the  GSA  reports  that  the  facility  at  7th  and  Mission  Streets  is  scheduled  to 
undergo  construction  and  renovation,  which  will  begin  in  approximately  one 
year.  It  is  anticipated  that  the  project  would  be  completed  within  a  two  to  three 
year  period.  Ms.  Filippini  advises  that  when  construction  is  completed,  the  area 
which  previously  housed  the  Main  Post  Office  will  be  used  as  expanded  space  for 
the  U.  S.  Court  of  Appeals. 

5.  Mr.  Alan  Manning  and  Mr.  Paul  Lovinger,  residents  of  San  Francisco, 
have  registered  complaints  with  the  San  Francisco  Post  Office  and  have  petitioned 
the  U.S.  Postal  Rate  Commission  regarding  the  closure  of  the  Main  Post  Office. 
Mr.  Manning  and  Mr.  Lovinger  have  advised  that  their  concerns  include,  but  are 
not  limited  to,  the  following: 

(1)  The  Main  Post  Office  faciUty  at  7th  and  Mission  Streets,  which  opened 
in  1905,  had  significant  historical  and  architectural  value  and  should 
be  preserved. 

(2)  Due  to  the  closure  of  the  fadlity,  the  Post  Office  Box  numbers  have  been 
changed,  which  has  resulted  in  inconvenience,  additional  costs  and 
the  potential  loss  of  correspondence  to  businesses  as  well  as 
individuals. 

(3)  Full  postal  services,  which  were  provided  at  the  Main  Post  Office,  are 
now  provided  at  several  separate  locations,  which  has  resulted  in 
significant  inconvenience  to  post  office  patrons  in  the  South  of  Market 
and  Tenderloin  areas  as  well  as  other  parts  of  the  City. 

(4)  Some  services,  such  as  the  24-hour  guard  services  and  access  to  Post 
Office  Box  services  for  18  hours  a  day  365  days  a  year,  which  were 
provided  at  the  Main  Post  Office,  are  no  longer  available. 

(5)  The  Main  Post  Office  was  closed  without  adequate  notification  to 
patrons  and  without  addressing  community  input  or  concerns. 


BOARD  OF  SUPERVISORS 
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Memo  to  Economic  anaSodal  Policy  Committee 
August  27,  1991  Economic  and  Social  Policy  Committee  Meeting 

A  draft  resolution  has  been  prepared,  which  would  urge  the  Federal 
government  to  (1)  restore  to  its  pre-earthquake  condition,  to  the  maximimi  extent 
possible,  and  to  maintain  for  posterity  the  Main  Post  OfEice  at  7th  and  Mission, 
and  (2)  maintain  the  Box  OfGce  numbers  and  Zip  Codes  assigned  to  the  postal 
patrons  of  the  Main  Post  Office.  Additionally,  the  proposed  resolution  would  urge 
the  Mayor  to  request  the  Cit/s  Federal  Legislative  Advocate  to  work  with  the  San 
Francisco  Legislative  Delegation  in  Wasbdngton,  D.C.  to  carry  out  the  intent  of 
this  resolution  as  speedily  as  possible.  The  proposed  draft  resolution  will  be 
submitted  at  the  Economic  £ind  Social  Policy  Committee  meeting  on  August  27, 
1991. 
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5.    File  13-91-15.  Heaj^|^  consider  the  closure  and/or  abandonment  ot  the  mam 
post  office  at  Seve^HH  Mission  Streets.  (Supervisors  Hi^Gonzalez, 

Hallinan) 


Comment:         The  Main  Post  Office  located  at  Seventh  and  Mission  Streets 
was  established  at  the  turn  of  the  century  on  premises  leased  from  the  General 
Services  Administration  (Court  of  Appeals).  Since  that  time,  this  facility  has 
provided  both  retail  and  post  office  box  services  to  the  public  until  the  Loma 
Prieta  earthquake  of  October  1989  forced  the  closure  of  the  facility.  Due  to  . 
substantial  structural  damage  sustained  in  the  earthquake,  the  Seventh  and 
Mission  Post  Office  continues  to  remain  inaccessible. 


Following  the  earthquake,  the  Postal  Service  temporarily  relocated  postal  box 
customers  to  the  Embarcadero  Postal  Center  (Beale  &  Main)  pending  the 
identification  of  permanent  space  for  a  postal  facility  in  the  Civic  Center  area. 
On  July  8,  1991,  after  extensive  structural,  interior  and  exterior  renovation,  the 
Postal  Service  opened  its  new  Civic  Center  Post  Office  Box  Unit  at  101  Hyde 
Street  and  Golden  Gate.  This  Unit  will  provide  post  office  box  and  limited      ,  i 
retail  services,  and  will  be  within  blocks  of  three  (3)  additional  post  office 
facilities  located  at  the  Federal  Building,  at  City  HaU  and  at  Fox  Plaza. 

According  to  John  O'Keefe,  Director  of  Support  Services,  as  early  as  1983,  the 
General  Services  Administration  (GSA)  had  been  allowing  the  U.S.  Court  of 
Appeals  to  occupy  more  of  the  space  leased  to  the  Postal  Service.  By  1986,  as  a 
result  of  the  reduced  space,  the  Postal  Service  was  forced  to  relocate  its 
administrative  offices  and  carriers  to  other  facilities,  leaving  only  the  retail  and 
post  office  box  services  remaining.  At  one  point,  the  Courts  had  plans  to 
occupy  the  entire  first  floor  of  the  Post  Office.  Following  the  1989  earthquake, 
the  Postal  Service  terminated  its  lease  with  the  GSA  because  of  the  GSA's 
failure  to  provide  a  firm  timeline  for  reopening  the  facility.  Soon  after,  the 
Postal  Service  notified  the  City  of  its  intent  to  relocate  the  retail  and  post 
office  box  services  to  the  present  location.  This  hearing  has  been  called  to 
address  concerns  regarding  that  relocation. 


i 

i 


Editor 

San  Francisco  Examiner 

110  Fifth  Street 

San  Francisco,  CA  94103 

Dear  Editor: 

Representing  the  agency  responsible  for  the  federal  facility 
at  7th  &  Mission  Streets,  I  would  like  to  correct  a 
statement  made  in  your  August  14th  article  on  a  hearing 
before  the  San  Francisco  Board  of  Supervisors  concerning  the 
closure  of  the  post  office  at  this  building. 

The  U.S.  General  Services  Administration  (GSA) ,  contrary  to 
the  statement  attributed  to  Mr.  John  0*Keefe,  had  no  part  in 
the  decision  by  the  U.S.  Postal  Service  (USPS)  not  to  reopen 
their  facility  at  the  7th  &  Mission  Streets  building.  GSA 
was  notified  by  the  regional  headquarters  of  the  Postal 
Service  on  November  30,  1989,  that  the  Postal  Service  did 
not  intend  to  reoccupy  the  building  when  repair  work 
necessitated  by  the  earthquake  was  completed. 

Due  to  extensive  seismic  upgrading  and  other  repair  work 
needed  on  the  7th  &  Mission  Streets  building,  it  will  be 
over  4  years  before  the  building  can  be  reoccupied. 

Sincerely, 


(Signed)  EDWIN  W.  THOMAS 

Edwin  W.  Thomas 

Regional  Administrator 

U.S.  General  Services  Administration 


cc;    Supervisor  Angela  Alioto 

t^SLU  Francisco  Board  of  Supervisors 


LANDMARKS  PRESERVATION  ADVISORY  BOARD 

450  McAllister  street.  4Th  floor  •  san  francisco.  ca  94102 

TEL.  (415)558-6345  •  FAX.  (415)558-6409 


August  27,  1991 


Supervisor  Willie  Kennedy,  Chair 

Economic  and  Social  Policy  Committee 

Board  of  Supervisors 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

Room  235,  City  Hall 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Dear  Supervisor  Kennedy: 

At  its  regular  meeting  of  June  19,  1991,  the  Landmarks  Board  had  the 
opportunity  to  review  the  proposed  closure  of  the  Main  Post  Office  and  the 
U.S.  Court  of  Appeals  at  the  northeast  corner  of  Seventh  and  Mission  Streets. 

As  you  may  know,  this  is  an  extremely  Important  historic  resources  built 
In  the  Italian  Renaissance  Palazzo  style.    It  was  authorized  In  1893  and 
completed  in  late  1905  by  John  Knox  Taylor,  architect  of  the  Treasury 
Department.    It  survived  the  major  seismic  events  of  1906  and  1989.  The 
building  has  a  number  of  Archi tectural /HI stori c  ratings  including  a  listing  of 
the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places  which  occurred  on  October  14,  1971. 
It  is  listed  in  Here  Today  on  pages  93  and  95.    This  survey  was  adopted  by  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  under  Resolution  No.  268-70.    It  is  eligible  as  a 
Cateogry  1  Significant  Building  (the  highest  rating  within  the  Downtown 
Plan).    In  addition.  It  maintains  a  rating  of  5  (the  highest  rating)  within 
the  1976  Departmental  Cltywide  Architectural  survey. 

In  short,  there  is  no  question  about  the  significance  of  both  the  interior 
and  exterior  of  this  building.    The  removal  of  the  Post  Office  within  this 
structure  would  constitute  a  loss  of  significant  historic  fabric  on  the  main 
level  of  this  building  and  may.  In  fact,  trigger  an  undertaking  under 
Section  106  under  the  National  Historic  Preservation  Act  of  1966,  as  amended. 
This  would  require  that  the  General  Services  Administration  consult  and 
potentially  create  a  Memorandum  of  Agreement  (M.O.A.)  with  the  Advisory 
Council  on  Historic  Preservation.    The  State  Historic  Preservation  Office 
(S.H.P.O.)  and  other  Interested  parties  such  as  the  Mayor/Board  of  Supervisors 
could  be  party  to  such  an  agreement. 


t 


Supervisor  Hi  Hie  Kennedy,  Chair  -  2  -  August  27,  1991 


I  hope  that  this  information  is  useful  to  you  in  your  decision  making 
process.    Staff  and  members  of  the  Landmarks  Board  remain  available  to  assist 
In  the  protection  and  proposed  rehabilitation  of  this  Important  building. 

Sincerely, 

Vincent  Marsh,  Secretary 

Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory  Board 


cc:  Paul  W.  Lovinger 
VJM;1090:rfp 


:iTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  S- 
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RANCISCO 


ENT  OF  PUBLIC  WORKS 


Offico  of  th«  Dlr0ctor 


August  26,  1991 


THROUGH : 


Mr.  Ruddlf 
Chief  KMii 


thenberg 
trative  Officer 


Supervisor  Willie  B.  Kennedy 
Board  of  Supervisors 
Room  235,   City  Hall 

Dear  Supervisor  Kennedy: 

In  response  to  the  question,  "Why  wasn't  the  main  Post  Office 
inspected  by  the  Bureau  of  Building  Inspection  after  the 
earthquake?" 

The  San  Francisco  Building  Code  excludes  work  performed  by  the 
federal  government  from  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Bureau  of  Building 
Inspection.  It  says  inpart,  in  Chapter  3,  Sec  301  (b)  Exempted 
Work.     "Building  permits  will  not  be  required  for  the  following: 

14.     Work  performed  on  structures  owned  and  occupied  by  the 

Federal  or  State  Government." 

Additionally,  the  State  Attorney  General  in  Opinion  No.  85-102 
dated  November  15,  1985  says:  "The  United  States  Postal  Service  is 
a  semi-independent  corporation  created  by  Congress  and  is  an 
instrumentality  of  the  federal  government.  It  is  given  the 
authority  to  construct  buildings  and  to  provide  for  post  offices. 
The  supremacy  clause  of  the  United  States  Constitution  makes  such 
an  instrumentality  immune  from  regulation  by  local  authorities." 

The  General  Services  Administration  has  jurisdiction  over  this 
property . 

If  you  have  any  further  questions,  please  call  Mr.  Larry 
Litchfield,     Superintendent  BBI  at  558-6128. 


Very  truly  yours. 


Works 


cc : 


John  Taylor 

Clerk  of  the  Board 


(415) 564-2083 


iTRODDCTION 


By  a  member  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  : 
I  hereby  submit  the  following  item  for  introduction.:  ^  ^  Jj*'  2^  P 
  1.  For  immediate  adoption,  a  resolution  or  emergency  ordiw^ce.  _ 


<  VI----' 


^  3:  37 


Time  Stamp  or 
Meeting  Date 


  2.  For  reference  to  committee  an  ordinance,  resolution,  motion,  or  charter  amendment. 

Request  for  committee  hearing  on  a  subject  matter. 

  4.  Request  for  letter  beginning  "The  Board  inquires 

  5.  City  Attorney  request. 

  6.  Legislative  Analysis  request. 

  7.  Budget  Analyst  request. 

SponsoKs):  Supervisor  /  ^J^^-Cyu^A^tt^.  ^  AAu^-^ 
Subject:  Af/f(^   /^dsr'  ^yOC'^^  

The  text  is  listed  below  or  attached: 


Request  for  a  hearing  to  consider  the  closure /abandonment  of  the 
Main  Post  Office  at  7th  and  Mission. 


Signature  rff^ponsoring  Supervisor 


For  Clerk's  use  only: 


actual  boxes  were  physically  moved. 

These  moves  are  irrefutable  evidence  that  it  is  possible  to  move  our  boxes 
without  changing  our  addresses. 

But  there's  an  important  principle  that's  long  been  accepted  in  this  country: 

SENIORITY/PRIORITY! 

Postal  Zone  1  almost  certainly  existed  before  any  other  Postal  Zone.  It  is 

unquestionable  that  Postal  Zone  1  existed  long  before  Postal  Zone  42.  Those  of  us 

who  were  in  Postal  Zone  1  take,  by  right  of  Seniority/Priority,  precedence  over  those 

who  may  have  the  same  box  number  in  Postal  Zone  42. 

But  that's  really  irrelevant  as  there's  absolutely  no  reason  whatsoever  for 
our  addresses  to  be  changed  in  any  way. 

The  Postal  Service  has  given  us  nothing  but  evasive  double-talk  in  their 
fruitless  efforts  to  explain  to  us  why  there  should  be  any  change  whatsoever  in 
our  addresses. 

They  have  said  that  they  need  to  impose  more  digits  upon  us.  Fine!  Go  ahead. 
Let  my  address  be  Box  01058  or  even  0001058  in  Postal  Zone  1.  I  don't  care.  But  I've 
had  imposed  upon  me  an  extremely  long  number  that  I  have  yet  to  memorize,  a  number 
that  bears  absolutely  no  relationship  to  the  address  that  I've  had  for  almost  ten 
thousand  days. 

It  is  clear  to  me,  and  I  hope  that  I've  made  it  clear  to  you,  that  the  Postal 
Service's  actions  discussed  here  are 


demonstrably  unnecessary, 
clearly  arbitrary, 
apparently  unjustified, 
impossible  to  explain, 
absolutely  outrageous,  and 
probably  illegal. 


Thank  you, 


Sox  !lQ58^San  FraijCii^ 


The  second  was  from  The  Post  Office  to  Harrison  Street.  In  each  case,  the 
actual  boxes  were  physically  moved. 

These  moves  are  irrefutable  evidence  that  it  is  possible  to  move  our  boxes 
without  changing  our  addresses. 

But  there's  an  important  principle  that's  long  been  accepted  in  this  country: 

SENIORITY/PRIORITY! 

Postal  Zone  1  almost  certainly  existed  before  any  other  Postal  Zone.  It  is 

unquestionable  that  Postal  Zone  1  existed  long  before  Postal  Zone  42.  Those  of  us 

who  were  in  Postal  Zone  1  take,  by  right  of  Seniority/Priority,  precedence  over  those 

who  may  have  the  same  box  number  in  Postal  Zone  42. 

But  that's  really  irrelevant  as  there's  absolutely  no  reason  whatsoever  for 
our  addresses  to  be  changed  in  any  way. 

The  Postal  Service  has  given  us  nothing  but  evasive  double-talk  in  their 
fruitless  efforts  to  explain  to  us  why  there  should  be  any  change  whatsoever  in 
our  addresses. 

They  have  said  that  they  need  to  impose  more  digits  upon  us.  Fine!  Go  ahead. 
Let  my  address  be  Box  01058  or  even  0001058  in  Postal  Zone  1.  I  don't  care.  But  I've 
had  imposed  upon  me  an  extremely  long  number  that  I  have  yet  to  memorize,  a  number 
that  bears  absolutely  no  relationship  to  the  address  that  I've  had  for  almost  ten 
thousand  days. 

It  is  clear  to  me,  and  I  hope  that  I've  made  it  clear  to  you,  that  the  Postal 
Service's  actions  discussed  here  are 


demonstrably  unnecessary, 
clearly  arbitrary, 
apparently  unjustified, 
impossible  to  explain, 
absolutely  outrageous,  and 
probably  illegal. 


Box  1068  —San  PrandfiCd  1 .  SCyl  ttte  S-^SOOT  htm  D. 


Thank  you. 


I 


As  amended  in  committee 
8/27/91 

As  amended  in  Board  9/2/91 
RLE  NO  RESOLUTION  No2^^_S 
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[Main  Post  Office] 

URGING  THZ  FEDERAL  GOVERNMENT  TO  RESTORE  TO  ITS  PRE-EARTHQUAKE 
CONDITION,   TO  THE  MAXIMUM  EXTENT  POSSIBLE,   AND  TO  MAINTAIN  FOR 


POSTERITY  THE  MAIN  POST  OFFICE,   LOCATED  AT  7TH  AND  MISSION,   AND  TO 
g/^fgic  POST  OFFICE  BOX 

ejp  MAINTAIN  THE  -BOX  OFFICE  NUMBERS  AND  ZIP  CODES  ASSIGNED  TO  THE  POSTAL 


PATRONS  OF  THE  MAIN  POST  OFFICE;   AND  URGING  THE  MAYOR  TO  REQUEST  THE 
CITY'S  FEDERAL  LEGISLATIVE  ADVOCATE  TO  WORK  WITH  THE  SAN  FRANCISCO 
LEGISLATIVE  DELEGATION  IN  WASHINGTON,   D.   C,   WITH  THE  DIRECTION  TO 
TAKE  ALL  ACTIONS  NECESSARY  AND  APPROPRIATE  TO  CARRY  OUT  THE  INTENT 
OF  THIS  RESOLUTION  AS  SPEEDILY  AS  POSSIBLE. 

WHEREAS,  The  General  Services  Administration  of  the  United 

States  government  is  in  the  process  of  renovating  the  Federal 

Building  located  at  7th  and  Mission  in  San  Francisco;  and 
I' 

WHEREAS,  This  renovation  is  necessary  to  remedy  the  damage  to 
the  Building  resulting  from  the  Loma  Prieta  earthquake  in  October 
of  1989;  and 

WHEREAS,  At  the  time  of  the  1989  earthquake  the  subject 


8/27 
1 9 

kg  Building  served  as  the  Main  Post  Office  with  a  full  range  of  postal 


services  for  the  residents  and  businesses  located  in  San  Francisco; 
and 


8/292  WHEREAS,  The  United  States  Postal  Service  has  indicated  that 

when  the  Building  renovation  is  completed  it  does  not  intend  to 


reoccupy  the  Building  at  7th  and  Mission;  and, 

WHEREAS,  The  Postal  Service  has  begun  the  process  of  moving 

the  operations  that  were  formerly  at  7th  and  Mission  to  other 

2'        locations;  and 

28  WHEREAS,  As  a  result  of  the  closing  of  the  Main  Post  Office  at 

2^        7th  and  Mission,  Postal  patrons  will  be  severely  impacted  by  having 
9/3/91^  Post  Office 

ejp  their  .Mail-  Box  Numbers  changed  and  moved  to  new  locations  in  the 

SUPERVISORS  BRITT,   KENNEDY,   MIGDEN,   ALIOTO,  GONZALEZ  AND        PAGE  NO.  1 
0946g  HALLINAN  ,  SHELLEY,  WARD  08/27/91 
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City,  and  by  being  assigned  new  ZIP  Code  numbers;  and 

WHEREAS,  Persons  of  limited  means  or  mobility  who  have  a  post 

office  box  for  receiving  Social  Security,  retirement  or  other  checks 
Post  Office  Box 

who  have  their  Bon  Office  numbers  changed  face  disruption  in  their 
receipt  of  essential  income;  and 

WHEREAS,  Post  Office  Box  holders  will  lose  their  investments 
in  printed  stationary,  and  they  will  be  forced  to  notify  tens  of 
thousands  of  correspondents  of  a  change  of  address;  and 

WHEREAS,  Many  Post  Office  Box  holders  will  suffer  the  loss  of 
mail  as  a  result  of  the  change  of  Box  Numbers  and  locations;  and 

WHEREAS,  Businesses  and  professionals  and  non-profit 
organizations  have  spent  years  and  have  invested  significant  sums 
publicizing  their  addresses  in  advertising,  manuscript  covers, 
bjrpchures,  and  semi-permanent  publications,  the  Post  Office  Box 
numbers  of  Box  holders  have  been  printed  in  tens  of  thousands  of 
directories  which  may  not  be  reprinted  for  years,  and  mailing  lists 
will  have  old  Post  Office  Box  numbers  on  them;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  maintenance  of  a  Post  Office  Box  Number  is  a 
critical  issue  for  many  residents  and  businesses  located  in  San 
Francisco,  and  changes  to  these  numbers  should  not  be  routinely 
implemented  without  first  addressing  the  kinds  of  issues  raised  in 
this  Resolution;  and 

WHEREAS,  Mail  is  routinely  returned  or  destroyed  by  the  Post 
Office  after  one  year;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  concentration  of  postal  services  provided  at  the 
Main  Post  Office  is  important  to  its  neighborhood,  and  its  closure 
has  caused  economic  distress  to  residents  and  businesses  located  in 
the  7th  and  Mission  area;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  site  selection  for  the  San  Francisco  Main  Post 
Office  was  made  in  1891;  and 

SUPERVISORS  BRITT,   KENNEDY,   MIGDEN,   ALIOTO  .  GONZALEZ  AND       pAGE  NO.  2 
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1  WHEREAS,  The  Federal  Building  at  7th  and  Mission  has  served  as 

2  the  City's  Main  Post  Office  since  1905,  and  survived  the  1906 

3  earthquake  and  fire  thanks  in  large  measure  to  the  brave  efforts  of 

4  Postal  workers;  and 

5  WHEREAS,  The  Building  is  listed  in  the  National  Register  of 
5  <  Historic  Places  as  a  "monumental  building,"  being  one  of  the  most 
7        ornate  public  buildings  in  the  western  United  States;  and 

g    '  WHEREAS,  The  7th  and  Mission  Federal  Building  is  a  historical 

9        and  architectural  treasure  from  the  Victorian  era  with  exceptionally 

10        fine  furnishings  and  elaborate  interior  craftsmanship  that  is 

J  J        unmatched  in  today's  modern  buildings;  and 

j2  WHEREAS,  The  Federal  government  did  not  provide  adequate 

23        notice  to  postal  patrons  of  the  likelihood  of  the  closing  of  the 
Main  Post  Office;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Federal  government  did  not  provide  a  process  by 
which  San  Francisco  Postal  patrons  would  be  allowed  to  express  their 


14 

15 
16 


j7        views  on  the  possible  closing  of  the  Main  Post  Office;  and 
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WHEREAS,  The  Federal  government  did  not  provide  a  process  by 
which  San  Francisco  Postal  patrons  could  participate  in  the 
decision-making  process  which  resulted  in  the  closing  of  the  Main 
Post  Office;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  participation  of  Postal  patrons  in  the 
23    1'    decision-making  process  related  to  the  closing  of  the  Main  Post 
2^    |!    Office  could  have  resulted  in  the  serious  consideration  of  other 
25    I    solutions  to  the  problems  facing  the  Federal  government  at  the  7th 
2g    I,    and  Mission  Federal  Building;  and 

2j  WHEREAS,  The  participation  of  Postal  patrons  in  the 

decision-making  process  related  to  the  closing  of  the  Main  Post 
Office  could  have  resulted  in  decisions  being  made  by  the  Federal 
government  that  did  not  result  in  the  placing  of  such  severe  burdens 
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!    upon  the  citizens  who  support  and  utilize  the  Postal  Service;  and 
WHEREAS,  The  ultimate  purpose  of  the  Postal  Service  is  to 
provide  service  to  the  users  who  support  the  postal  system;  now, 
therefore,  be  it 

i: 

j:  RESOLVED,  That  the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and  County 

,    of  San  Francisco  urges  the  Federal  government  to  restore  to  its 
i    pre-earthquake  condition  to  the  maximum  extent  possible,  and  to 
I'    maintain  for  posterity,  the  Main  Post  Office,  located  at  7th  and 
I    Mission,  and  to  maintain  the  Post  Office  Box  numbers  and  ZIP  Codes 
assigned  to  the  Postal  patrons  of  the  Main  Post  Office;  and,  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Board  of  Supervisors  further  urges 
his  Honor,  the  Mayor,  to  request  the  City's  Federal  Legislative 
Advocate  to  work  with  the  San  Francisco  Legislative  delegation  in 
Washington,  D.  C. ,  with  the  direction  to  take  all  actions  necessary 
and  appropriate  to  carry  out  the  intent  of  this  Resolution  as 
speedily  as  possible. 


i' 

li 
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As  amended  in  connnittee 
8/27/91 


niE  NO_Lil^^rZ£L  RESOLUTION  NO^ 
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[Main  Post  Office] 

URGING  TH2  FEDERAL  GOVERNMENT  TO  RESTORE  TO  ITS  PRE-EARTHQUAKE 
CONDITION,   TO  THE  MAXIMUM  EXTENT  POSSIBLE,  AND  TO  MAINTAIN  FOR 
POSTERITY  THE  MAIN  POST  OFFICE,   LOCATED  AT  7TH  AND  MISSION,   AND  TO 
MAINTAIN  THE  BOX  OFFICE  NUMBERS  AND  ZIP  CODES  ASSIGNED  TO  THE  POSTAL 
PATRONS  OF  THE  MAIN  POST  OFFICE;  AND  URGING  THE  MAYOR  TO  REQUEST  THE 
CITY'S  FEDERAL  LEGISLATIVE  ADVOCATE  TO  WORK  WITH  THE  SAN  FRANCISCO 
LEGISLATIVE  DELEGATION  IN  WASHINGTON,  D.   C. ,  WITH  THE  DIRECTION  TO 
TAKE  ALL  ACTIONS  NECESSARY  AND  APPROPRIATE  TO  CARRY  OUT  THE  INTENT 
OF  THIS  RESOLUTION  AS  SPEEDILY  AS  POSSIBLE. 

WHEREAS,  The  General  Services  Administration  of  the  United 
States  government  is  in  the  process  of  renovating  the  Federal 
Building  located  at  7th  and  Mission  in  San  Francisco;  and 

WHEREAS,  This  renovation  is  necessary  to  remedy  the  damage  to 
the  Building  resulting  from  the  Loma  Prieta  earthquake  in  October 
of  1989;  and 

WHEREAS,  At  the  time  of  the  1989  earthquake  the  subject 

8/27 

•^8  Building  served  as  the  Main  Post  Office  with  a  full  range  of  postal 
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21 
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24 
25 
26 
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services  for  the  residents  and.  businesses  located  in  San  Francisco; 
and 

WHEREAS,  The  United  States  Postal  Service  has  indicated  that 
when  the  Building  renovation  is  completed  it  does  not  intend  to 
reoccupy  the  Building  at  7th  and  Mission;  and, 

WHEREAS,  The  Postal  Service  has  begun  the  process  of  moving 
the  operations  that  were  formerly  at  7th  and  Mission  to  other 

97 

'  locations;  and 

WHEREAS,  As  a  result  of  the  closing  of  the  Main  Post  Office  at 
7th  and  Mission,  Postal  patrons  will  be  severely  impacted  by  having 
their  Mail  Box  Numbers  changed  and  moved  to  new  locations  in  the  i 
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1  Ciry,  and  by  being  assigned  new  ZIP  Code  numbers;  and 

2  WHEREAS,  Persons  of  limited  means  or  mobility  who  have  a  post 

3  office  box  for  receiving  Social  Security,  retirement  or  other  checks 

4  who  have  their  Box  Office  numbers  changed  face  disruption  in  their  ^ 

5  receipt  of  essential  income;  and 

5  WHEREAS,  Post  Office  Box  holders  will  lose  their  investments 

7  in  printed  stationary,  and  they  will  be  forced  to  notify  tens  of 

g  thousands  of  correspondents  of  a  change  of  address;  and  j 
9  WHEREAS,  Many  Post  Office  Box  holders  will  suffer  the  loss  of 

10  mail  as  a  result  of  the  change  of  Box  Numbers  and  locations;  and  [ 


8/27|j  WHEREAS,  Businesses  and  professionals  and  non-profit 

kg 

22  organizations  have  spent  years  and  have  invested  significant  sums 

23  p-j±;l icizing  their  addresses  in  advertising,  manuscript  covers, 

24  brochures,  and  ser?,i -permanent  publications,  the  Post  Office  Box 

25  n'-LT±;ers  cf  Box  holders  have  been  printed  in  tens  of  thousands  of 

25  directories  which  may  not  be  reprinted  for  years,  and  mailing  lists 
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27 


28 


30 


will  have  old  Post  Office  Box  numbers  on  them;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  maintenance  of  a  Post  Office  Box  Number  is  a 
critical  issue  for  many  residents  and  businesses  located  in  San 
Francisco,  and  changes  to  these  numbers  should  not  be  routinely 
implemented  without  first  addressing  the  kinds  of  issues  raised  in 
this  Resolution;  and 


8/2^3  WHEREAS,  Mail  is  routinely  returned  or  destroyed  by  the  Post 

kg 

24  Office  after  one  year;  and 

25  WHEREAS,  The  concentration  of  postal  services  provided  at  the 
2g    '    Main  Post  Office  is  important  to  its  neighborhood,  and  its  closure 

has  caused  economic  distress  to  residents  and  businesses  located  in 
the  7th  and  Mission  area;  and 


3/27^2  WHEREAS,  The  site  selection  for  the  San  Francisco  Main  Post 


Office  was  made  in  1891;  euid 
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COMMITTEE: 


RECORD  OF  COftMITTEE  NOTICES 

Economic  &  Social  Policy 


13-91-15 


DATE  AND  HOUR  OF  MEETING: 

8/13/91  -  2:00  pm 


8/27/91 


2:00  pm 


FILE  NO. 


DATE  NOTICES  MAILED: 

8/7/91 


8/21/91 


NOT I CES  MAILED  TO 


Name 


ESP  Mailing  List 


SPUR  Mailing  List 


Alvin  Sered 


Address 


904  Irving  Street  *274 
San  Francisco,  CA  95T77~~ 


Paul  Lovinger 


Alan  Manning 


P.O.  Box  345 


San  Francisco,  CA  94101 


2600  Yorba 

San  Franfcl9fc6,  CA — 94116 


Richard  Rothman 


Dallas  Keck,  General  Manager 


Horace  Hinshaw 


Lurilla  Harris 


Edwin  W.  Thomas  &  Mary  Filapinni 


107  Dolores  Street  #4 

San  Franciscft.  CA — 94103  

1300  Erans  Street 

DS  Postal  Services 

Suite  300    SF    CA  94188-9998 

Comm  Hanager    US  Postal  Service 

Bayview  Plaza  #300 

DS  Postal  Service  


San  Francisco.  CA   94142-5947  i  ' 

GSA    525  Market  Street    28th  Floor  ,. 
San  Francisco,       CA  94105 


File  No . 


RECORD  OF  COMMITTEE  AND  BOARD  ACTION  (Cont . ) : 

on  page  2  line  14  after  "professionals"  by  inserting  "and  non  profit 

organizations"    and  on  line  26  by  adding  "WHEREAS,  Mail  is  routinely 
returned  or  restored  by  the  Post  Office  after  one  year"  and  on  page  3 
line  1  by  adding  "WHEREAS,  The  site  selection  for  the  San  Francisco  Main 
Post  Office  was  made  in  1891"  and  on  page  4  line  9  after  "maintain  the" 
by  inserting  "Post  Office". 
Recommended  as  amended . 

SEP     5  1991    Re  Item  31,  File  13-91-5:     Amend  title,   line  five  by  replacing 
"box  office"  with  "post  office  box";  amend  page  one,   line  30  by 

  replacing  "Mail"  with  "Post  Office"  and  amend  page  two,  line 

four,  by  replacing  "Box  Office"  with  "Post  Office  Box".  Adopted 
as  amended. 

WTT199I  APPROVED 


S145A/0272A 


0 


LEGISLATIVE  HISTORY  SHEET 


_.,     „  13-91-15 

File  No. 


Ordinance,  Resolution,  etc.  Request  

Subject : 

To  consider  the  closure  and/or  abandonment  of  the  main  post  office  at 
Seventh  and  Mission  Streets. 


(1) 


(2)    Referred  by  President  to  Committee  on: 


Date 

(3)    Other  Disposition: 

On  Board  Immediate  Adoption  Calendar  of_ 
On  Board  Emergency  Calendar  of  


Mali  man 

in  Bbitd 

:  6/24/91 

Economic  & 

Social  Policy 

6/24/91 

Scheduled  for  public  hearing  on_ 


Record  of  Board  and  Committee  Actions: 

8/13/91  -  Hearing  held.     Continued  to  August  27,  1991  meeting. 

8/26/91  -  From  Director,  Public  Works  reporting  that  the  main  Post  Office  was  not 

inspected  by  Bureau  of  Building  Inspection  because  the  San  Francisco  Building 
Code  excludes  work  performed  by  the  federal  government  from  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Bureau  of  Building  Inspection. 

8/27/91  -  From  Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory  Board  informing  that  the  removal  of  the 
Post  Office  within  this  structure  would  constitute  a  loss  of  significant 
historic  fabric  on:the  main  level  of  this  building  and  may,  in  fact,  trigger 
an  undertaking  under  Section  106  under  the  National  Historic  Preservation 

Act  of  1966,  as  amende?^ 
8/27/91  -  Hearing  held.    Resolution  prepared  in  and  reported  out  of  committee. 

 Amended  on  page  1  line  19  after  "Post  Office"  by  adding  ^ J"j-];/^°8^ 

of  postal  services"  and  on  line  Zi  by  cepiacmg  "  WHHlBAft  the  GSA  h«o  iuJ-cat. 

 that  whea  the  Building  renovation  is  completed  it  intends -tiot  to  allow : the r 

United  States  Postal  Service  to  restore  its  operations  at  7th  auJ  RLooIuli 
with  "WHEREAS.  The  Dnited  States  Postal  Service  has  Indicated  that  when  the 

 Building  renovation  is  completed  it  does  not  intend  t6  rfeom^upy  Uha  Building 

5144A/0272A     at  7th  and  Mission'.'  and  further  amended  as  follows: 

Ind  

LHS 


SPEAKER'S  LIST 


COMMITTEE: 


Economic  &  Social  Policy 


FILE  NO. : 


13-91-15 


DATE  OF  MEETING 


SPEAKER 


8/13/91 


Supervisor  Britt 


Paul  Lovinger 
Harold  Treskunoff 
Alan  Hall  Manning 
Michael  Nulty 
John  Nulty 
Renee  Sherwood 


Lewis  Serbin 

Evelyn  Wilson    -    Sf  Neighborhoods 

Richard  Kreibich 

Mark  Anderson  -  SF  Businessman 

Michael  Lipman  -    Coalition  of  Neighborhoods 

Lurillia  Harris 

James  Buckner 

Norman  Rolf 

Joe  Rubin 

Mary  Jane  Irwin 

Daniel  Volk 

Nick  Pasquarello 

Robert  Chapman  -  Gen  Man.  Real  Estate  Div 

US  Postal  Service 
Lester  Yee  -  US  Postal  Service  Operational 
Manager 

Roger  Bochetti 
Fernando  Taylor 


8/27/91 


Brian  Brackner 


